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ple in offering up their Tribute of Honour and Adoration to God ; if 
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REQUEST 
Roman Catholicks, «c. 


SECTION L 
Their Divine Service in an Unknown Tongne. 


Qs, 'M AY not the Seventh Commandment be as eaſily re- 


conciled to Adultery, as the Service in the Roman 

Church in an unknown T ongne to 1 Cor. 14. where 
the Apoſtle Five ſeveral Times exprelly prohibits it, and gives ſo ma- 
ny pregnant Reaſons for the Inhibition ! 

2. If the various Geſtures and Ceremonies praiſed by the Prieſt 
at Maſs be ſufficient to excite devotion in the SpeCtators, may not a 
dumb Prieſt be as uſeful for that effe& ; eſpecially he who babdles 
with a Stentorian Voice, as he who ſpeaks in an unknown Language ; 
ſince one who cannot ſpeak at all, may be as mimical as he who can 
ſpeak more Languages than ever Joſeph Scaliger did, or as many as 
were at the Confuſion of Babel ? 

3. Since it's poſſible that the Prieſt may be ſo Dtabolical, as to he 
praQtiſing Conjuration in an unknown Language inſtead of Devotion, 
or may be curiing his Congregation in licu of bleſſing them ; wonld 
not Reaſon, without the Apoſtolick Authority, perſuade us of the ne- 
_ of underſtanding his Langnage, that we may ſay Amer to what = 

ays ! 
- 4. Sincethe Prieſt in theſe publick Offices is the month of the Peo- 


the 


(2) 
the Congregation underitand him not, how can he more juſtifie himſelf, 
than if he did celebrate the Service in a Tongue himſelf knows nothing 
of, and which neither the one nor: the other dM vnderſtand:? 

5- Since it's given as the principal Reaſon of the Romar Service in 
Latin (by the Rhemiſh Arror.) that Chriſtians where-cver they travel 
may find the ſame Service and Prieſts officiating 11 it, -as.at home; it 
may be demanded, if for the ſake of iome f-wythat travel, the many 
that ſtay at home: !hould be left deſtitute z. and for one:man's Conve- 
nience, a Thouſand be expoſed to eternaf Perdition ; for tliere will 
not be one to a Thouſand who underitand Latin in the Chriſtian 
World ? 

6.Since in the Service in an unknown Tongue the People are wholly 
left to the Ability and Sincerity of their Prieſtpls not the caſe of that 
People very lamentable ? For if the Prieſt wants.the. former, .ke may 
through Ignorance turn the moſt Solemn Part of their Service into 
Ridicule and Nonſenſe, or Blaſphemy : And if he want the later, he 
may uſe a Spell for Prayer, or the antient charm of the Yalentinians 
Abracadabra, for Ave Maria; nay, inſtead of Baptizing in the Name 
of the Father, &c. he may do by the Perſon, as a Few, under the Pro- 
feſſion of a Prieſt, is ſaid to have done by a certain Man, in this laſt 
Age, who Baptized him in the horrid Name of the Devil ; thete bing 
nothing ſo abſurd. ar wicked, which according to this caſe, may not 
be practiied. | 

7. Since Scripture, the Reaſon of the Thing, the Fathers and Pra- 
Qice of the Church for about Seven Hundred years together, are for 
the Expedience and. Neceſſity of having God's Publick Service'in a 
Tongue,underſtood by the People, may it not juſtly be enquired with 
what Effrontory the Council of 7rent hath Anathematized all thoſe 
who believe the neceſſity of having God's Solemn Worſhip in a known 


Tongue z as if Trent, { becanſe a City of the Alps) were transformed. 


into Mount Ebal, whence they might curſe that great Dodtor of the. 
Gentiles in the firſt-place, 

8. Is it not evident from. 1 Cor.14. that in St. PauPs Judgment they 
deſerve to be reckoned Mad-men, who Pray to God in an Unknown 
Tongue ? 

9. Is it not probable that the Romaniſts have borrowed their Scr- 
vice in an Unknown T ongue, from- ſome Heathens ? who, ( as Clemens 
Alexandrinus. reports) thought thoſe Prayers moſt effectual, which 
were uttered in a barbarons Language ; or from their Neighbours, the 
old Cufleans (of whom Yarro teſtifies) that their Prieſts did ſcarcely, 
underſtand their own Sacred Rites. 
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.40. Since the Engliſh Liturgy is ſo agreeable to the undonbted parts 
of the moſt antient Liturgies, (it being a Form which hath all thoſe 
parcels of the Roman Ofhces that were known and uſed in the firit 
Three Centuries, but wants all the Innovaſions and Corruptions of the 
preſent Maſs) May we not truly and pertinently challenge all Chriſten- 
dom to produce any publick Platform (or Solemn Church-Scrvice) ſo 
conſtant to the purelt Primitive Devotions ? 

14, Since the Famous Biſhop of Condam- hath moſt cunningly. en- 
deavoured a palliative Cure (by ſoft and ſmooth Words) as to many 
Prattices in the Roman Church, which ſtand in need of Ampuration, 
yet both in his Expoſition and Exhortation,he ſtill paſſeth by their Ser- 
vice in an Unknown Tongue ; Is it not, becauſe he had no Tongue of 
his own, to anſwer for that Practice, which is fo direCtly repugnant to 
Scripture and Antiquity, having deſpaired (it ſeems) to find either But- 
ter or Oyl to cicatriſe or ſoften the Wound ? 


J—— 
———— I 


SECT. IL 
Their taking away the Cup from the People. 


On, 1, _ the Council of Conſtance, Amo 1418. made it an Artt- 

cle of Faith, That the Laity ought to receive the Eucha- 
riſt only in One Kind (#2 obſtante of the Inſtitution of Chriſt, as it 
was then acknowledged, and the conſtant Practice of the Catholick 
Church above a thouſand years.) Wherefore may they not Chriiten 
the Laick*s Children only in the Name of the Holy Ghoſt, leaving out 
the Father and the Son by the way of Concomitancy, it being as law- 
ful to Baptize as Communicate by halves, and no leſs certain, that 
lince the Three Perſons of the Bleſſed Trinity partake of the ſame in- 
dividual Nature, where one is, all the reſt muſt be ; ſuppoſe the Muti- 
lation of the Euchariſt could not be diſparaged by that Emblem of the 
Efulion of -Chriſt's Blood, which is neceſſarily required in the Sacra- 
ment ? 

2. Since the principal Reaſon aſſigned by Ger/on (for that Canon of 
the Council of Conſtance, which abltrafts the Cup from the People) 
1s the Danger of ſpilling of the Blood of Chriſt ; may it not 
pertinently be demanded, Wherefore may not” Laicks in this Age 
have as ſteddy hands as the Ages foregoing that Council ?\Or if Pricits 
are the beſt Supporters of a Chalice, Why may they not hold the Cup 
to Peoples Heads,as well as put the Bread into their Mouths ? ( = to 
| oh ſpeak 
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ſpeak of that Infallible Preſclence Chriſt ſeem'd to have of that ima« 
ginary Inconvenience, if we believe him to be God as well as Man. 

3- Since it is alſo one of the Reaſons afligned by Gerſon, wherefore 
the Council of Conſtance prohibited the Cup to the People, leſt the 
Conſecrated Wine long kept ſhould be converted into Vinegar.: How 
can that Fear conſiſt with Tranſubſtantiation, for it is not blood þ 
Wine which turns into Vinegar ? 

4. With what Effrontory can any R.omanift pretend,that the words 
of St. Foim, chap. 6. are to underitood of the Enchariſt, ſince the 
Mutilation of that Sacramen: :3 thereby expreſly condemned ; for a 
Man cannot be ſaid ro drink when he ears ? 

5.Since the Euchariſt is an Eizblem of the Effuſion of Chriſt*s Blood; 
How car, they be faid to drink of that Ciip which is the New Tetta- 
ment of ChriſPs Blood ſhed for us, who do not drink at all ? Sup- 
poſe there was 1Tath in Tranſ:Ditantiation,. aad in that of Concomi- 
tancy firſt deviſed by Th. Agquuinzs, 

6. Since the natural Abitemionſneſs of ſome Men is likewiſe aſſigned 
as a Reaſon of that Sacrilegious Mutilation, may it not pgrtinently 
be demanded, Why 1s not the Bread taken away alſo, becauſe ſome 
Perſons have be2n fonnd, who could never taſt of any kind of Bread ? 

7. It may be further enquired, if it were a civil Apology at an 
ordinary Feaſt(when there are very many invited )that the Hoſt ſhould 
fay, He had provided neither Bread nor Wine, in regard one of the 
Gueſts cannot taſte of the former, and another cannot drink of the 
later ? 

8. Since it's impoſlible to produce one Inſtance (from any Authen- 
tick Record) for a Thouſand Years after Chriſt and more, of the Ce- 
lebration of the Euchariſt in- the Face of any particular Church, with- 
out giving the conſecrated Cup to all the Communicants, doth it not 
evidently follow, that the Catholick Church ſeem®d to have been in 
an Error ſo long, or that the preſent Roman Church hath degenerated 
from the Dottrine and Practice of the Catholick Church for ſo many 
Ages : 


Wy" AS —_— 


' Sg. E © T. II. 
Their with-bolding the Scriptures from the Laicks. 


Q#. 1, u—_ there is no Chriſtian Church (unleſs it be a Society.of 
Blaſphemers under the Notion of. a:Church) that pretends. - 
0s 


— 
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to more Infallibility than Chriſt and his Apoſtles, Upon what account 
ſhould the Roman Church require more implicit Faith from its Mern- 
bers, than Chriſt and his Apoſtles did from their Hearers? For not- 
withitanding theſe were unqueſtionably endued with an infallible Spi- 
ric, and the Gift of Miracles, yet they ſtill remitted their Hearersto the 
ſearch of the Old Teſtament, that they might find by their own Rea- 
ſon and Induſtry, the Doftrine of the Goſpel, conſonant to the Pro- 
phetick Oracles and Mylterious Types of our Saviour's Incarnation 
and Paſſion, and werecommended for doing ſo. 

2. If the Scriptures are fo unintelligib!e, that an honeſt man cxfnot 
find out the meaning of them, without the Infallibleinterprecation of 
the Church, even in thoſe things which are indiſpenſably neceſſary to 
our Salvation, (for we are ſtill ready to fay with one of the Ancient Fa- 
thers, That as they have Flats wherein a Lamb may wade, fo they 
have Depths wherein an Elephant may ſwim) I would defire to know, 
whether Chriſt and his Apoſtles preached intelligibly to their Hearers? 
If not, to what purpoſe did they preach at all ? By what means were 
Men converted to the Faith ? If they did, How came theſe Sermons 
to be ſo unintelligible now they are written, which were fointelligible 
when they were ſpoken ? For the Goſpels contain a plain Hiſtory of 
what Chriſt did and faid ; andthe Apoſtles wrote the fame things to 
the Churches, when they were abſent, which they preached to them 
when they were preſent ; and we reaſonably ſuppoſe, that the y deſign- 
ed that the Churches ſhould as much underſtand what they wrote, 
as what they preached ; and therefore that they generally uſed the 
fame Form of Words intheir Writings, and in their Preachings ; and 
this makes it a great Riddle, How one ſhould be very plain and eaſie 
to be underſtood, and the other ſignific nothing without an Infallible 
Interpreter. 

23. Where the Turkiſh Alcoran is permitted in Engl, viz-at Rome, 
( Vid. Indic. Libr. prohibit. Alexandr. 7. ) and the Bible in Englih or- 
dained to be burnt, (44. ibid.) Whether do they fancy the Goſpel or 
Alcoran better? 

4. Why may not an implicit Faith in the Scripture fave a Soul, as 
wellas in the Church; and why may not the one free from Herehie, 
as well as the other ? 

5. Since our Saviour recommended the reading of the Scriptures to 
Laicks, and the Apoſtle St. Pas/ commended them for doing ſo, and 
that the Primitive Fathers preſſed it as a Duty on all Ranks of Perſons; 
Mult not the Reaſons of the Roman Church (in prohibiring the Laicks 
to read the word of God, or to haye the Bible tranſlated into their Mo- 
ther Tongue) be excecdingly weighty, if they can preponderate all 
theſe Authorities? B x 6. Since 
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6. Since it is wel known from Fccleſiaſtical and Secular Hiſtory, 
that the greateſt Hereſies and Schiſms in the Chriſtian Church, and 
which gave it the greateſt and moſt laſting Trouble, had their Riſe 
from Men in Holy Orders (who were accounted great Clerks in their 
time) ſuch as Marcion, Paulus Samoſatenus, Arius, Eunomins, Apolli- 
naris , Macedonius, Photinus, Neſtorins, Entiches, Pelagins, and many 0- 
thers ; Novatius alſo and Donatins, who rent the Catholick Church | 
by long laſting Schiſms, were Men in Holy Orders; not to ſpeak of _ 
Lucifer and Meletirs : Is it therefore a ſolid Reaſon to with hold the 
Scripture from the ignorant Laicks for fear of their broaching Hereſies 
or Schiſms, ſeeing the tad Experience of the World doth rather teach, 
that the learned Clergy ſhould be reſtrained therefrom ? 


SE CT. IV. 
| | | The Adoration of Images. 


24. _—_— not the Roman Church in pitturing of God not only 
| act directly contrary to Sacred Scripture ( where it is ſo 
| frequently forbidden) but alſo to the very Nature of God, who is an p 
1 infinite Spirit, and can no more be repreſented by a bodily Shape,than 
| a Thought can ? And how can their practice be re reconciled to that 
|| Canon of their Second Council of Nice, which determined it not only 
| unlawfull, but alſo abſurd and impoſſible to make an Image of that Be- 
| ing which is ſpiritual, inviſible, and incomprehenſible ? 
| 2. If any Man can reconcile the Worſhip of Images to the Second 
Commandment, may it not alſo be imagined that he can make Adul- | 
tery, Perjury, Murther, Theft and Falſe-witnefling to become Vertues? 
|| 3. How can any Man that hath the uſe of Reaſon imagine, that the 
Antients were clear for the Worſhip of Images, ſince it is moſt apparent 
from the Writings of the moſt Primitive Fathers, that they all con- 
demned the making of any kind of Image (as unlawful) much more the { 
placing of them in Churches, and moſt of all rhe adoring of then ? 
4. Since in the Jeruſalem Talmud there is no mention of the Idola- 
try of Chriſtians [though frequently of that ofthe Heathen) becaule it 
was written about Two Hundred Years after Chriſt : But in the Ba- 
byloniſh Talmud, which was compiled about Five Hundred Years 
after Chriſt's Nativity, there is ſcarce a Page therein, wherein they 
do not inveigh againſt the Idolatry of Chriſtians, and terms their 
Churches Berh-hawora-2ada , the Houſes of Idolatry : May we not 
(in conſideration of the infinite Malice of the Fews againſt the _ 
4 ian 
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ſtan Religion.) moſt rationally conclude {tho it be from a Negative 
Argument ) that the placing of Images in Churches began nor any 
where during the Two Firſt Centuries, and (if we believe both Secu- 
lar and Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory) not till about rhe End of the Fifth Cen- 
tury (tho they were worſhipped no where by publick Authority ill 
after the days of Gregory the Great) not to ſpeak of that Canon of 
the Council of Elliberss, and that Epiſtle of Epiphanivs (tranſlated by 
St. Hierom) which apanrns holds forth, that in the Fourth Century 
it was judged ſimply unlawful to have any Imagein a Church, whe- 
ther painted or graven. 

5. May not Garlick and Onyons ( the Egyptian Deities ) be juſtly 
accounted God's right worſhipful, when compared with the Nails, 
the Thorns, the Chips, and ſhreds, and many other Objects of the 
Roman Adoration ? 

6. Since the Governing Part of the Roman Church teacheth and 
enjoyneth the People to worſhip Images with an inferiour kind of A- 
doration (as the Council of Trent phraſeth it) is it not (in ſome ſenſe) 
charitably done by them, not to letthem know the Second Command- 
ment (by expunging it out of their Catechiſms) that the People may 
not become guilty of ſinning againſt ſo plain a Law ? 

7. Since the Romiſh School-men have deviſed many Diſtintions of 
Religious Worſhip, (no where to be found in ſacred Scripture) to ob- 
viate the Impurtation of Idolatry to the Adorers of Images, Saints and 
Angels, &xc. (ſuch as Latria, Dulia, Hiperdul:a a Relative and Termi- 
tive Worſhip; a Mediate and Immediate ; a Direct and Indirect; a Su- 
ws and Subordinate; a Sovereign and Subaltern ; a Tranſitive and 

inal; a Proper and Analogical, &c.) May it not juſtly be demanded, 
if any ſober Perſon can rationally imagine, that ignorant Laicks are 
ſufficiently warned by theſe Beacons to ſhun the Rocks of Idolatry, 
when their greateſt Clerks controvert among themſelves about the 
proper import of thoſe Terms and the due Application of them, as is 
moſt evident from the contrary Sentiments of 4quimas and Bellarmne, 
Vaſquez and Perron concerning them? 

8. Since Miracles areeſpecially neceffary toconvince Unbehevers,and 
that many Miracles were Recorded before the Refurmarion, but few or 
none after it ; Is it not an Argumenr ſufficient tomakea wary Man be- 
lievethat there were few real Miracles at any time,fince the ſertlemenr 
of Chriſtianity ? And that only the Superſticious Credulity of former 
Ages was apt to be abuſed with ſuch Pretences ? (well-meaning 1gno- 
rance being eaſily wheedled thereby into a Golden - Dream of great 
Advantages redounding from Agoration of Images, &«c. )-in regard 
that there is far more need of them ſince the Reformation ( when fo 
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many disbelieve the Rowan Religion) than was before, when all the 
Nations of the Weſt appeared to be at the Devotion thereof. 
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SECT. V._ 
The Invocation of Saints and Angels. 


s. 1. WE Romaniſts pray to Saints departed to pray for them, 

it may be pertinently inquired, that theſe Saints do &- 
ther hear their Prayers, and become acquainted with their Deſires, or 
they do not ? If they do hear all thoſe Prayers that are put up tothen 
at the ſame time by innumerable Perſons through ail the World, what's 
this but to aſcribe to them that O;nnipreſence and Omniſcience which 
is peculiar to God alone ; eſpecially it it be conſidered, that their De- 
votions are not onely Verbal, but alſo Mental, (Voce wel mente [uppli- 
care, being decreed by the Council of Trent) yea, it is neceſſarily um- 
plyed in every Prayer that is made to them, that they not on!y hear 
it, but aifo know the diſpoſition of the Heart, from whence it pro- 
ceeds ; otherwiſe the Hy pocritical Supplicant muſt be ſuppoſed as like- 
ly to obtain their favours as the ſincereſt Vorary : if they dv not hear 
their Prayers, then it's very abſurd and ridiculous, (and a great abuſe 
of that reaſon God hath given Men for other ends than to trifile with) 
to pray to them : As for that imaginary Glaſs of the Trinity, it may 
be further demanded, if the glorified ſee all things therein, or but 
ſome ? if all, then they muſt ſharein God's incommunicab!e Property, 
which is to be the ſearcher of the Heart ; if but ſome, what alſurance 
have we that they ſee thoſe things whereof we ſtand moſt'in need? fo 
that we cannot pray in Faith. 

2. Since the learned Men of the Reman Church (fuch as Bellarmin, 
Valentia, Horſtias , and many others) conclude their Books with Praite 
to God, the bleſſed Virgin, and Jeſus Chriſt ; may it not be pertinent- 
ly demanded, if they give her not only an equal part with God in 
their Praiſes, but by placing her before Chriſt, ſeem to give ſome- 
what of preheminence above him ? 

3. Since it's acknowledged by the moſt part of the Popiſh School- 
- men, that the Invocation of Saints and Angels was not enjoined in the 
Old Teſtament, becauſe of the Limbo wherein theſe Fathers were be- 
fore Chriſt's Reſurrection; ſo that not being admitted to the Beatifical 


Viſion, they could nor hear thoſe Prayers upon Earth : It may be per- - 


tinently demanded, 1. What ma "py reſtrained the-Worſhip of 
the Angels at that time, who ſince their Creation enjoyed that blelied 
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Vifon ; they being repreſented in the Old Teſtament as the conſtanr- 
Attendants and Retinue of God, and the great Miniſters of his. Provi- 

dence, and therefore they were as capable of Divine Worſhip in the 

time of the Law as they are now, and it may be, a little more; ſor 

the Law it ſelf was given by the Miniſtry of Angels, and their Appea- 

rances were more frequent and familiar ; and the World ſeemed to be 

more under the government of Angels then, than it is now, ſince 

Chriſt is made the Head of the Church, and exalted above all Princi- 

palities and Powers ? 2. What Evaſion can they find, who are of o- 

pinion, that the glorified Saints at all times did know the Petitions put 
up to them from Earth, not by-the beatifical. Viſion, but by ſpecial 

Divine Revelarion? 3. Since the generality of the Fathers of the three 

firſt Centuries were of Opinion, that the glorified Saints ſhall not en- 

joy the Beatifical Viſion till the day of Judgment, it may be pertinently 

enquired, if theſe Fathers practiſed or believed the neceſlity, or expe- 

diency of Saint-Invocation ; no fewer than Eighteen of the Fathers, 

being of this Opinion, by the Romaniſts own confeſſion ? 

4 What is more in the Ap:ſtrophe of Greg. Nazianz. to his Siſter 
Gorgonia, or S. ferom to his devout Paula, and S. Auguſtin to his Mo- 
ther Monica ; than in th-ſe Apoſtrophes frequently - tound in Sacred 
Writings to infenfate Creatures; Hear O ye Mountains the Lord's Can- 
troverſie : Praiſe the Lord ye Dragons, and all Deeps, &c. And who will 
infer from hence, that the inſenfate Creatures were hereby invok'd 
and addreiſed unto ; yet we muſt carefully diſtinguiſh berwixt the 
Speeches of ſome particular Fathers, and the general Doctrine of the 
Church, betwixc what they expreſs in Rhetorical Strains to move Af- 
fection, and whe they lay down in plain terms to inform the Judg- 
ment: betwixt what reſults from the heat of their popular Orations, 
and what in cool and deliber::te Debates they ſet down for the Truth 
of Chriſt; for it's generally conteſt, that the Fathets oft times hy per- 
bolize, particularly St. Ch-;/://0me; and we muſt not take their flights 
of Fancy for the Dottrine of the Church. 

5. If theſe words, Marth. 4. 10; taken out of Deut. 6. 13. Him only 
ſhalt thou ſerve; are to be underſtood only of the higheſt degree of 
Religious Worſhip asa part of the whole,and diſtingviſh'd froma lower 
kind; this ſuperiour degree being Latria, and the inferiour degrees 
Hyperdulia, and Dulia (as-the Romaniſts term them) it may be de- 
manded, how cou!d that h:ve been 2 tufficient Anſwer to the Devils 
demand? for he might thus kavereplied to the Son of Ged, I acknow- 
ledge the Soveraign and Almighty Power of God as well as you (the 
ſame acknowledgment being inſinugred by himlelf, St. Luke chap. 4. 6.), 


therefore | deſire noc thou ſthouldſt Worſhip me as God with Ng” 
ut 
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butonly with D-lia, alowerkind ; thy Heart, the moſt elevated con- 
ceptions of thy mind may be reſerved to God, it's only the outward 
act 1 challenge of thee, that thou wouldfſt only fall down and Worſhip 
me, or by falling down, Worſhip me ; which our Saviour ſimply re. 
fuſed notwithſtanding. LEN 

6. Since the chict Argument whereby rhe Primitive Fathers uſed 
to prove the Divinity of the Holy Ghoſt, and of the Son, againſt the 
Macedonians and Arians ; was the Catholick practice of the Church 
in praying to them: what force could have been in that argument, 
had they believed that any Creatures (though never fo highly exal- 
ted in Nature and Condition) might have had that honour paid units 
them ? 

7. Since the Catholicks did frequently accuſe the Arians of Ido- 
latry, for praying unto Chriſt (whom they conceived to be no more 
than an excellent and good-like Creature) had the Catholicks at the 
fame time practiſed the Invocation of Saints, might not the Arians 
have returned the Charge with greater force upon themſelves ; for if 
the Chatholicks had replied as the Romaniſts do now, that though 
they did pray to the bleſſed Spirits, yet they did it not with that Sove- 
reign, Direct, and final Prayer, nor with thoſe ſublimeſt thoughts and 
intentions of Honour wherewith they did addreſs to God, but only with 
indirect, ſubaltern, and relative Prayer, and with no higher Intenti- 
ons of Honour to them, than what is proportioned to the excellen- 
cies of their finite Nature : Since the Arians might have returned 
upon them with great advantage, by ſaying, Sirs, With the ſame due 
Limitations we invocatethe Man eſs Chriſt, who (as the Scripture aſ- 
ſures us) exalted above all Angels, Principalities and Powers, and every 
Name which is Named in Heaven and Earth ; ſothat tho we may not ho- 
mour the Sonin the ſame high degree as we do the' Father , yet the Scripture 
enioyns 725 to do it with that ſame kind of honour : Which is more than 
can be ſaid in defence of that Honour and Invocation you otter to 
Saints and Angels. 

8. Since the fancy of making the Court of Heaven'reſemble Princes 
Courts on'Earth, hath brought forth rhat voluntary Humility of Wor- 
ſhiping Saints and Angels, at leaſt this excuſe of the Romſh Suppli- 
cants, that its out of an humble ſenſe of their own unworthineſs, and 
an awfull regard to the infinite Majeſty of God, that they addreſs not 
immediately to himfelf, but by the: Mediation of Saints and Angels 
theſe Courtiers and Favourites of Heaven ; may it not be pertinently 
demanded, What wiſe Man on Earth, who is abundantly fatisfied of 
the readineſs and ability of his Prince to help him, and hath free 
leave given him, on any occaſion, to come immediately unto him, and 
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s frequently invited for that effet) will chooſe to wave this freedom 
of bis acceſs, and will apply himſelf to ſome inferiour Officer or Fa- 
vourite tomake his Addreſs? This is our caſe ; God hath invited all 
that arein Trouble to come immediately unto himſelf, and hath free- 
quently promiſed to grant all their requeſts who ſeek him with their 
wholc Hearts ; and hath appointed his own Son ( God with himſelf) 
the Maſter of Requeſts, from time to time to receive all the Petitions 
of his Subjects; and both the oneand the other are infinitely more able, 
and infinitely more willing co Hear and Succour them, tharr the beſt, 
the wiſeſt, and moſt powerfull of all created Beings : And fhall we 
now be afraid to take that liberty which God hath given us? Shall 
we call that Impudence which God hath made our Duty ? And whilſt 
we pretend Humility, ſhall we forfeit our Alegiance, and diſtruſt his 
Promiſes, and ſuſpect the goodneſs of his Nature, for fear of being 
found too ſaucy, and too boid with his Perſon ? 

g. Since Deut. 13. we are exprelly forbidden to hearken to any Pro- 
phet, though a Worker of Miracles, who teacheth the Worthip of 
any other Being beſide che one Supreme God; may it not pertinently 
be demanded, if Chriſt and his Apoſtles had taught the Worſhip of 
Saints and Angels, had it not been a juſt reafon for the Unbelief of the 
Jews, notwithſtanding of ail the Miracles wrought by them ? 

10 If tenthouſand Miracles ſhould convince a Chriſtian of the Law- 
ſulneſs of praying to Saints departed, whilſt he hath ſuch a plain ex- 
prels Law againſt believing all. Miracles upon any ſuchaccount : For 
if ever real Miracles were wrought at the 'Tombs of Martyrs, it was 
in Teſtimony of 2he Truth of Chriſtianity, for which they ſutfcred, 
not to betray any to a Superſtitious or Idolatrous Worſhip of them : 
though there is moſt forcible reaſon to doubt of many of thoſe preten- 
ded Miracles, if ever they were in rerum natura, and to fear that ma- 
ny of them were but Satanical llluſions. 

11. Can there be a ſolid Reaſon aſſigned why Sacrifice as well as 
Prayer may,mqt be an Act of interiour, as well as ſuperiour Worſhip, 
ſncethe Heathens vitered Sacrihce to their interiour Demons as well 
& tothe Supreme ? 

12. Since the Roman Doctors grant that the difference betwixt Su- 
preme and Subordinate Worſhip doth not conſiſt in-cthe outward A, 
and that all the outward Acts may belong to both kinds (Sacrifice 
only excepted by them, which the Spirit of God notwithſtanding makes- 
nferiour to Prayer) now it may be demanded, ſince the Law did forbid 
the external Acts of Worſhip without any regard to the Intention of the: 
Worſhipper, doth it not appear from this, that this Idolatrous Worſhip 
was to be puniſhed with Death, Dewz. 13? and theretore it wy ” 
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*fuch external Idolatry as falls under the Recognizance of Humane Ju. 


dicatures, which intention doth not, unleſsa Man had confeſſed his in- 
tention. 

12. Whencan it be ſhewn that thoſe Fathers (whoſe Authority is 
urged by the Chirch of Rome for the Invocation of Saints) dodogma- 
tically and poſitively aflere the lawfulneſs of Praying to Saints and 
Angels, ſince many Fathers of the ſame Age do poſitively deny the 
Lawfulneſs of it; is it not a plain Argument, that it was not the 
Judgment and Praftice of the Church, and a good reaſonable Pre- 
ſumption, that theſe Fathers in their Apoſtrophesand Proſopopeia's) 
never intended any ſuch thing in what they ſaid, how lyable foevet 
their Words may be to be expounded in ſucha ſenſe ? 

14. May it not eaſily be imagin'd, wherefore the Jate Latin Edi- 
tions (in the Church of Rome) of the 35th Canon of the Council of 
Laodicea, inſtead of its prohibiting the Faithfull to call on the Name 
of Ange's, have put in Angulos ( corners ) contrary to all the Greek 
Copies, and Fathers rhat writ them, and ſo have made nonſenſe of 
that excellent Canon ? but weritas non querit Angulos: And the miſchief 
of theſe Prevaricators is, that there is no reſemblance in the Greek 
( which is the Original Language of the Canon ) betwixt the words 
which ſignifte Angels and Angles. 


SECT. YL 
The Doftrine of Merit. 


Lu os be the Doctrine of Merit of good Works (as it is taught in the: 

Roman Church by an Analogy, or due proportion berwixt 
the Work and the Reward, as if God were unjuſt it he gave it not; 
bur not as it imports a Reward Virtute promiſſi Divini, as the Yathers 
teach) be not perfect nonſenſe in Divinity ? Since ouv'Saviour hath 
expreſly ſaid, When we have done all that we can do, we are but unprofi- 
table Servants ; we have done nothing but what was our Duty ; and 
the Apoſtle hath cold us, That the /i7ht Aflictions of this Life, are not 
worthy to be compared with thag great meaſure of Glory which ſhall be re- 
vealed : beſides that other nd worm, that all we are, and have of 


any goodneſs, are graciouſly derived from that inexhauſtible Foun- 
cain ; ſo that neither Men nor Angels can properly Merit at the hands 
of God. 

2. Since the Popes pretend, - that they have thrown into the Trea- 


ſure of the Church, the Swperplus of the Merits of ſome eminent — 
ma 
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may it not be pertinently doubted ; if rhey believe the foundation of 
that Treaſure, I mean the merics of Holy Jeſus ro be infinit, ſeeing 
what is really infinit, can neither admit of Addition or Diminution, 
at leaſt needs no Addition ? 


SECT VE 
Of Purgatory, 


2.1. FF the Pope hath Power to take all Souls out of that imaginary 

Purgatory ; how comes it, that he is ſo unmerciful, as not 
to rid many thouſands of Poor Ones from thoſe Flames ( which are 
intenſively no better than the torments of Hell ) is it becauſe thoſe 
tormented Wretches have not Heirs and Executors behind them with 
Purſes ſo fluſh as thoſe of the Rich? 

2. Is it poſſible to find an account of Indulgences in the Primitive 
Times, in any other ſenſe, than that of relaxation of Penances inflicted 
upon ſcandalous Perſons by the Governours of the Church ? 

2. Since the moſt Primitive Fathers by a purging Fire for Sinners, 
do generally underſtand the Fire of Conflagration in the laſt Day ; 
with what face can it be pretended that they believed rhe Romiſh Pur- 
gatory, where poor Creatures ſutfer the Torments of He!l for a time? 

4. Since the Greek Church never believed the Roman Purgatory ; 
how can it be ſaid with any colour of 'Truth, that it is a Catholick 
Tradition of the Univerſal Church, ſeeing the exrent of the Greek 
Church is nothing inferiour to chatof the Roman ? Theſame Queſtion 
may be propoſed concerning thePope's Supremacy,theMurilation of the 
Sacramentof theEuchariſt,Service in an unknown Tongue,theCelibacy 
of the Clergy,and many other particulars in Controverſie at this time. 

5. If we were to underſtand 1 Cor. 3. of Purgatory ; I would de- 
mand of thofe Gloſfators,how they reconcile the Doctrine of their Pro- 
phets and Apoſtles, Confetlours and Martyrs, the Bleſſed Virgin, with 
the Thief on the Crols, that they went immediately to Heaven, or Pa- 
radice at leaſt ; ſince the Apoſtle tellsus there, that every man's Work 
muſt be tryed by Fire, of what fort it is; which note of Univerſality 
inthe Eyes of a Puny Logician,comprehends the whole Race of Adam. 

6. With what Confidence can the Roman Church boaſt of Anti- 
quity in; behalf of Purgatory, or Indulgences, ſeeing it is not able to 
produce any one Prayer ( publick or private ) nor one Indulgence, 
tor the Delivery of any Soul out of Purgatory, in all the Primitive 
times, or our of their own ancient. __ or Records ? _ 


5 4 >» Wi 
Their Seven Sacraments. 


ay before Peter Lombard's time the number of Sacraments 
was indefinit in the Church of Rome it ſelf, if ſo he they have 
gathered the number of Seven from the Fathers Writings (as they 
pretend, for I am ſure in Scripture they find him not ) it may be 
pertinently demanded, wheretore not ſeventy ſeven ? ſeeing the Fa- 
thers call many other things Sacraments; yea, if that general Rule 
aſſigned by St. Augu/tin be obſerved in the Compuration, viz, that all 
Signs, when thev belong ro Divine things, are called Sacraments, 
they would be found no ways ſhort of the greateſt number. 


S-E © T. Id 
The Prieſts Intention in Baptiſm. 


Ref 7 Har can in reaſon be anſwered to that objeCtion of the 
Biſhop of Minor: in the Council of Trent, who faid that 
if they ſhould ratihe ( as afterwards they moſt unhappily did ) the 
Decree of the Florintin Council, concerning the neceſſity of a right In- 
tention of the Prieſt in the Adminiſtration of Sacraments (eſpecially 
of Baptiſm) it would evidently follow, that it were in the Power of 
one ſingle Prieſt, who came to be old in Wickedneſs, to damn his 
whole Pariſh ? Yea, ſuppoſe that Helliſh Paroxiſm did but once over- 
take him, that Child not rightly Baptized by him, might afterwards 
become a Biſhop ; ſo that nor onl his own Ordination, but alſo all 
the ordersconferred by him, would become invalid, which might occa- 
fiona world of Miſchief. 


TEST I X* 


The Limbo of Unbaptized Infants. 


ef nee many Infants are ftill-born , and ſome dye in their 
Mothers Womb, all which, becauſe unbaptized, muſt goto 
that Limbo of Infants, according ro the Doftrine of the Roman 
Church, where they are for ever to be deprived of the __— 
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cal Viſion, which is the greateſt of the Plagues of the Damned (Pzn2 
Damni being in the Opinion of the Schoolmen and Fathers, much 
ercater than Pena Senſus) how can that rigid Opinion be reconciled 
to the infinite Goodneſs and Wiſdom of God, to appoint a means indif- 
enſably neceſſary to Salvation, which in ſome circumſtances cannot 
poſſibly be adminiſtred ; and may not thoſe cruel Opiniators be juſtly 
rermed Step-fathers of Infants, as St. Auguſtin was named Durus Pater 


Infantum ? 


OC 
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SECT. Al. 
Of Tranſubſtantiation. 


2s, 1.CInce the moſt eminent of the Roman School-men, ſuch as Sce- 

tus, Durandnus. Alphonſus a Caſtro, Suarez, Vaſques, Alliaco, 
Biel, Canus, Occam, Cajetan, and Bel/armine himſeif, confeſs that the ' 
Doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation cannot be evidently proved from Scrip- 
ture; and that there is no abſolute neceſſity of underſtanding our Sa- 
riour's Words in that Senſe ; may it not be pertinently demanded, is 
there is not a great deal of reaſon to underſtand them otherwiie, ſeeing 
that ſtrange Senſe is ſo direttly repugnant to the Senſes of all that are 
endued with an animal Life ? 

2. Since there be ſo many parallel places in Scripture, which every 
man underſtands in a figurative, and not in a ftrittly lireral and abſurd 
Senſe ; as where the Lamb is called the Paſſover ; Circumciſion God's 
Covenant; the Church Chriſt's Body ; the Rock which followed the 
Iſratlites, called Chriſt ; Chriſt calls himſe!f the Door, the true Vine 
(which the Church of Rome would have mightily criumphed in, if he 
had ſaid, this is my true Body) wherefore may we not alſo underſiand 
theſe Words, Thi is my Bedy, in a Metaphorical Senſe, eſpecially con- 
ſidering, that it is impoſſible to make Senſe of the who!'e Words of the 
Inſtitution, without more Figures than one ? 

3. Can it rationally be preſumed, that any ſenſible Man, who had 
never heard of Tranſubſtantiation being grounded on theſe Words, 
1his is my Body, would upon reading the Inſtitution of the Euchariſt, 
ever have imagined any fuch thing to be meant by our Saviour in thelg - 
words ; but rather, that this Bread tgnifies my Body, and this Cup 
my Blocd, and this which ye ſee me now do, do ye hereafter for a Mc- 
morial of me ? Far leſs would it have entred into any Man's Mind (not 
blinded with groſs Error or Prejudice) to have thought that our Savi- 
cur did literally hold himſelf in his 7" did cat himſelf, and that 
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he gave away himſelf from himſelf with his own Hands; eſpecially i 
it be turther conſidered, that our Saviour having pronounced theſe 
words, ( Thisis my Body which is broker, and my Blood which 1s ſhed ) 
before his Paſſion, this could nor be true in a literal Senſe ; for his Be. 
dy was then unbroken and his Blood unthed, unleſs they will tay that 
Propitiation was made before Chriſt ſuffered : Nor could the Apoſtles 
underſtand theſe words literally, lince they both faw and raſted whar 
he 94ve them to be Bread and Wine; and that it was not his Body 
which was given, bur his Body which gave that which was given: 
Whence any rational Man may inter, that St. Auguſt:rs Phraſe | in his 
Fnarrations on the Pſalms) © hriſtus portavit ſe maribus [uis, is to be 
underſtood figuratively, according to his own Rule for interpreting 
Scripture, given £15. 3. de Dettr, Chrij?. cap. 16. 

. May not the Church of Rome as well conclude from 1 Cor, 10, 
17. that ail Chriſtians are ſubſtantially changed into one Bread, and 
then into the natural Body of Chriſt, by the participation of the $a- 
crament, becauſe they are ſaid to be one Bread, and one Body, as to 
infer Tranſubſtantiation from the Verſe immediately foregoing, or 
from any other place of Scripture ? 

5. Suppoſe Juſtin Martyr, (who lived, An. 159.) Ireneus, (who lived 
An. 180.) Tertullian, (who lived, 4n.206.) Origen, (who liv ed, 4n,230.) 
St. Cyprian,who lived, An. 250.) Theodoret,(who lived, An. 450.) P.Gela 
ſius,(who allo lived in the Fifth Century,) and Facundus the African Bi 
ſhop, (who lived in the Sixth) had not wricten any rhing againſt Tran- 
ſubſtantiation (as it is ſimply impoſlible to make ſenſe of their Writings, 
if they believed that Doctrine)and not to ſpeak of many other Teſtimo- 
niesof St. Auguſtin againſt Tranſubſtantiation ; I would demand if any 
Man in his right Wits that had believed Tranſubſtantiation,could have 
uttered ſuch a Teſtimony againſt it ; as we find /:b. 3. de Do&r. Chriſt 
cap. 16. (already cited) where laying down ſeveral Rules for the right 
underſtanding of Scripture, he gives this for one; If (ſays he) the 
Speech be a Precept forbidding ſome heinous Crime, or commanding us to 
do good, it 15 not figurative ; but if it ſeem to command any bemous wick- 
edneſs,or to forbid that which is profitable to others,its figurative : for Exam- 
ple. Except ye eat the Fleſh of the Son of Man, and drink his Blood,ye 
have no Life in you ; his ſeems tocommand an heinous Wickedne/s, theres 
fore its a Figure, commanding us to Communicate of the Paſſion of our Lord, 
and with delight and advantage to lay up in our Memory that his Fleſh was 
crucify'd and wounded for us. 

6, Since Bellarmin (in lib. deſcript. Eccleſ. an. 118.) tells us, that Paſ- 
chaſius Rabertus Abbot of Corbey, was the firſt who did write ſeriouſly 
concerning the Truth of Chriſt's Budy and Blood in the Euchariſt ; it 

may 
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may be demanded very pertinently, if any of the Fathers before him 
wrote in jeſt concerning ſuch a ſublime Myſtery ? 

5. Since ſore of the Fathers bave as high Elegies of the Sacrament 
of Baptiſm, as of the Euchariſt ; notwithſtanding the Popiſh School- 
men grant there is no ſubſtantial Change made in that conſecrated 
Water, and yet that the Divine Bleſling accompanying the Inſtitution, 
it may be eftectual to the waſhing away of Sin, and Spiritual Regenera- 
tion; what reaſon can be given why the Elements of Bread and Wine 
in the Lord's Supper may not by the ſame Divine Bleſſing accompany- 
ing this Inſtitution, make all the worthy Receivers Partakers of all the 
Spiritual Comfort deſigned to us thereby , without any ſubſtantial 
Change made in thoſe Elements, ſince our Saviour hath cold us, that 
verily the Fleſh profiteth nothing ? 

$. If the Canibals be abhorred as Inhuman for eating the Fleſh of 
their Enemies, muſt it not be great Inhumanity to eat the Fleſh of a 
Friend, and the beſt in the World ? If none can reade without hor- 
rour, the Stories of Tereus, Thyeſtes, and Harpagus, their eating of 
their own Children, (though ignorantly) how much more horrible muſt 
itbe ro feed-upon the very Body of the Son of God (that was bornof 
the Virgin) knowingly ? (Deum ſuum primo conficiunt , deinde devorant ; 
faid Awerrhoes, juſtly deriding that prodigious Doctrine, which a little 
before his time began to be publickly taught in the Roman Church) 
and with what Face could the Primitive Apologiſts upbraid the Hea- 
then with one of their Gods, who did eat his own Children, if the 
Chriſtians had bclieved at that time, that they did eat their own God ? 
and that no ſuch thing being then objected by the Pagans to the Chri- 
ſtians, isto a Wiſe Man inſtead of a Thouſand Demonſtrations, that 
no ſuch Doctrine was then believed : for the Impiety and Barbarout- 
nels f the thing, as it is believed and practiſed 11 the Roman Church, 
Is not 11 truth extenuated, but only the appearance of it , by being 
done under the Species of Bread and Wine: for the thing they ac- 
knowledge is really done, and they believe, they verily Eat and 
Drink the Natural Fleſh and Blood of Chriſt : And ſuppoſe a man 
ſhould eat his Son 1:1 - Paſty (where the Figure of the Body is fo al- 
tered, that itcannut ve eaſily knownto be human Fleſh; or ſo minced 
and aromatized, that the Taſte can no more diicern what it is, than 
Mode could tell of what Ingredients the 505 Diſhes ar the Augul's 
Table were compounded, though his Curioſity led him to taſte of 
them all) yet if the Father know it, it can no ways excute him trom 
unnatural Parbarity. | 

9. How can any Romaniſt aſcertain himſelf free of idolatry, with» 


eut Divine Revclation? For if Tranſubſtantiation be not true, by 
their 
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ther own Conſefſion, they are certainly guilty of the moſt damna. 


ble Idolatry in the Wor'd, in Worſhipping a piece of Bread as God; 
and ſuppoſe ſuch a change could be, they can never be certain thatir 
is, ſince according to the Councils of Torence and Trent, the Validity 
of the Conſecration depends on the Intention -of the Prieſt, which 
cannot be known alluredly without Divine Revelation: neither is it 
ſufficient to excuſe them trom Idolatry, that they intended to Wor. 
ſhip God, and not a Creature ; for fo all the ldolatry that ever was 
in the World may be excuſed, which was nothing elſe bur a miſtake 
of the Deity; and upon that miſtake, a Worſhipping of ſomething 
that was not God, as God. 

10. Suppoſe a Miracle were produced to prove the Truth of Tran- 
ſubſtantiation, may it not be demanded, to what purpoſe is that pro- 
duction, ſeeing we cannot believe the Miracle, unleſs it be obvious to 
ſome of our Senſes ? and then the Argument for Tranſubſtantiation, 
and the Objetion again ſt it, would juſt ballance one another : ſ6 
that in this caſe, a Miracie would ſignifte nothing, becauſe that would 
be to prove to a man by ſomething that he fees, that he does nor 
ſce what he ſees. 

11. If the Senſes of all mankind may be deluded, . what Evidence 
have we for the Paſſion and Reſurreftion of Chriſt? (Suppoſe we had 
ſeen them with our Eyes, and not only heard of them with our Ears) 
for if in the matter of Bread- and Wine, allour Senſes (fave one) are 
deceived, why might not one have been deluded in reference to the 
Humiliation and Exaltation of Chriſt; ſo that we might have as eaſily 
miſtaken an Image for a living man upon the Crols, as to imagine a 
piece of Bread to be the true Body of a man, and that a living hu- 
man Body is to be found in every Atome thereof ? 

12. Whereas it's ſaid in the Inſtitution, that Chrift's Body is broken 
for us, and yer the Doctrine of the Reman Church is, thar it is bro- 
ken into Whotes, and not into Parts ; doth not this clearly imply a 
Contradiction, that Chriſt's Body is broken and not broken, at the 
ſelf ſame time, or that it is whole and not whole ? 


I3 Doth it not involve horrib'e impieties, to imagine that the - 


gloritied Body of our Saviour, ſhould be contracted to the Crum of a 
Wafer ? That he ſhould be pertectly deprived of Senſe and Reaſon ? 
That he ſhould nor be able to defend himſelf againſt che Aflaults of 
the moſt contemptible Vermin ? Thar if the Stomach of the Com- 
municant chance to be overcharged with Wine, that he ſhould be Vo- 
mited up again ; or if he have a Lienteria, that he ſhould go wholly 
to the Draught ? 


14. Since 
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14. Since the Apoſtle, 1 Cor. 10. tells us expreſly, That the Fathers 
dd cat the ſame Sprritual Meat, and drink the ſame Spiritual Drink 
which we do ; may it not be pertinently demanded, if the Manna, and 
Rock which followed them, were Tranſubſtanriated into the Body and 
Blood of Chriſt? Or may not Believers under the Goſpel, feed upon 
Chriſt in a Spiritual and Myſtical Senſe / as the Fathers did under the 
Law) without any Tranſubſtanciation of the Elements ? 

r5. Since our Saviour, Fob 6. faith, That be who Eats his Fleſh, and 
Drinks his Bloud, hath Eternal Life ; how can this be applied to Tran- 
ſubſtantiation, unleſs any be ſo abfurd as to imagine, Thar all who 

ctake of thoſe Conſecrated Elements ſhall be ſaved ? 

16 Since the Carreſiz» Philoſophers have (by irrefragable Reaſons) 
demonſtrated, that the Nature of all real Bodies muſt needs conſilt in 
extenſion, or (as they phraſe it the having partes extra partes ; ( it 
being ſimply impoſſible to conceive an indivifible Atome, or leaſt par- 
ticle of matter ) which is laid on a plain, to touch it in all parts, bur 
that the Superiour Portion thereof, muſt be without the contact of that 
plain (where there is no penetration | if therefore Chriſt's Body be 
reduced to an indiviſible point by Tranſubſtantiation, it may be per- 
tnently demanded, if this Opinion doth not reduce the Body of Chriſt 
tothe Nature of a Spirit; and conſequently, is a worſe Hereſie than 
the Phantaſticai Body of the Marcionies ? | 

17. Since divers of the ancient Fathers improved the Dottrine of 
the Euchariſt in order ro the Confutation of the Eutychian Hereſie, had 
it not been pertiect nonſenſe in them to have avowed from ſuch a To- 
pick (if they had believed Tranſubſtantiation) which did apparently 
afford a great Inſtance to the Zutychians againſt then)? 


——————_ 


SECT. MI. 
Of the Propitiatory Sacrifice of the Maſs. 


Ince in a true Sacrifice, the Thing facrificed muſt be de- 

ſtroyed ; and if it have Life it muſt be killed: it may be de- 
manded, if Chriſt be truly and properly Sacrificed (as the Romaniſts 
will have it) is he not truly and-properly put to- Death as oft as the 
Prieſt ſays Maſs ? which is directly contrary to Heb. 10.6 11. Cap. 

2. Whereas the Apoſtle argues the perfection of Chriſt's Sacritice 
above thoſe of the Law, becaule thoſe were offered Year by Year, but 
the Sacrifice of Chriſt's Body was offered once for all; if Chriſt bedaily 


acrificed in the Maſs, muſt not the Sagzafice of Chriſt be much more 
defective 
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defetive than thoſe of the Law ; ſince one Sacrifice of Fxpiation for 
the whole Congregation of 1/rael, was thought ſufficient tor the whole 
Year? whereas the Sacrifice of Chriſt's Body is repeated every day; 
yea, for one ſingle perſon, he may be Sacrificed a Thouſand times 
over, if we may believe the Doctrine of that Church. 

2. How could that be a Propitiatury Sacrifice at the firſt Inſtitution, 
which was previous to Chriſt's Death ; unleſs they will ſay, that Pro- 
pitiation was made before Chriſt ſuffered : though with divers of the 
ancient Fathers, weare ſtill ready to acknowledge the Euchariſt tobe 
a Commemorative Sacrihce; and it's poſlible, that the Error of the 
Romaniſts had its riſe therefrom. 


—————————_ 


SECT. Xl. 
" Of private Maſſes. 


Lueſe. F it poſſible to reconcile the Solitary Maſs ( wherein the 

Prieſt Communicates alone after he hath Conſecrated) to 
the Inſtitution of Chriſt, the Practice of the Primitive Church, or with 
the very nature and intenidment of that Sacrament ; or with the Rs- 
man Office as it now ſtands; or if there can be «ny inſtancegiven of 
Solitary Maſſes before Gregory the Great dyed, which was 600 years 
after Chriſt ? | 


SECT. XIV. 
Of the Sacrament of Penance. 
24. 1.) T 7 Hen Ne#arirs, with his Church of Conſfantinop/e, diſchar- 


ged for ever the Office of Penitentionaries, becauſe ofa 
ſcandalous. Deacon ; can it rationally be preſumed, that this Office 
was ever reputed by them a Sacrament, but rather at the beſt, an Ex- 
pedientto prepare men for it ? for we are bound in Charity to think, 
that neither the Biſhop, nor that Church, wou'd have ever conſented. 
tothe Abolicion of a Sacrament, for the ſake of fuch a Scandal as hap- 
pened' in the miſmanagement of it; or if they had done fo, much leſs 
can it be imagined that the greateſt part of the Chriſtian Chuzch 
would have concurred with them init. Moreover, ſince the ancient 
Church had no Form of Abſolution, but only the admitting Penitents 
ro the Communion, where then ſhall the Form of that pretended Sa- 
crament be found among the Ancients ? 2. If 
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2, 1f the Abſolution of a Roman Prieſt hath the power to convert 
attrition ( that is, ſuch a conſternation of mind as fell upon Judas 
e 7 whenhe went and hanged himſelf ) into the Grace of Contrition ( as 
: *] givers Popiſh Caſviſts aver) had it not been an unſpeakable happt- 
$ neſs to that Betrayer of the beſt Maſter that ever was, to have ren- 
countred ( in the way of ſtriving ) ſuch a Prielt, when he was ſeeking 


, after ſome Inſtrument to become Felo ae ſe. 
J- 
- | ey PI cal ps ES 
: SECHI. AV. 
Fl 
Of the Sacrament of Marriage, with the Clergies reſtraint 
:  there-from. 


Qu. 1. FF Marriage be a Sacrament, and confer Grace, as Baptiſin 
and the Euchariſt; wherefore do they reſtrain their Conſe- 
crated Perſons from that ſupernatural Quality, ſince *tis only an Ec- 
cleliaſtical Reſtraint they pretend unto ? 
| 2. Since God hath ſufficiently declared his Approbation of the Mar- 
' riage of the Clergy, in that the whole World hath been twice ( by his 
4 Appointment) Peopled by Two married Prieſts, viz. Adam and Noah ; 
| and that he tyed the Prieſthood under the Law, to a Race of marricd 
People ; and that the Scripture hath told us, Marriage is honourable in 
al ; and placeth it among the Qunalifications of a Biſhop, That he be 
the Hushand of one Wife, having faithful Children ( not to ſpeak of 
that Canon of the Council of Garngra, nor of the Diſcourſe of Paph. 
| mtixs in the Council of Nice, nor of Spiridion, S. Hilary, Eucherins 
Lugdunenſss, and many other primitive Biſhops ; who were married, 
belide the Apoſtle S. Peter : ) may it not be pertinently enquired, if 
the Church of Rome borrowed their Doctrine of the unlawfulneſs of 
the Marriage of Prieſts, from the Manichees, who allowed Marriage 
4 to their Hearers (as the Church of Rome doth to Laicks) but forbad 
it totheir EleCt, as that Church doth to her Prieſts ? 

3. Had not e/Encas Sylvius (afterward P. Pius the 24.) good reaſon 
to write, that ( in conlideration of the vile Abuſes of the Celibacy of 
the Clergy ) whatever Reaſons the Clergy had at firſt to reſtrain them 
from Marriage, now for much better Reaſons they ought to be reſto- 
red to that which God hath made the Privilege of all men who cannot 
contain ? 
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SECT. XVL 
Of the Sacrament of Extreme Union. 


uſt, CXUppoſe the Adminiſtration of Extreme UnCtion to dying per. 
mo g = as a Sacrament, had been the Doctrine and Prat of 
the Catholick Church in all Ages ( though for a thouſand years after 
Chriſt we find no ſich thing) how can the Practice of the Roman 
Church be reconciled to the Do&rine of S. James, or S. Mark ( for 
theſe are their Scripture-pretences ) who manifeſtly ſhew us, that the 
deſign of that Anointing was the recovery of the patient ; ( the gift 
of miraculous Healing not being ceaſed in the days of S. James ) where- 
as the Romanilſts do not practiſe that Ceremony , till all hope of 
Recovery 1s paſt ? 


PEE — 


SEG TY. i 
Of Tradition. 


Qu. 1. Of thoſe who magaiſie the Tradition of the Church fo high- 

ly, as to imagin that the very Credit of the Scripture de- 
pends thereon, or that it gives the Scripture its Authority ( which is 
as much as to ſay, that Man gives Authority to Geds Word) it may 
be demanded, What if the Church ſhonld have concealed or taught 
otherwiſe of thoſe Writings, than as of the undoubted Oracles of 
God, would ſhe not have erred damnably in her Tradition ? 

2. Since Tradition in the Roman Church 1s taken in, to ſupply the 
Imaginary defect of Scripture, and the Authority thereof to ſupply 
the defeft of Tradition ; doth it not hence follow, that neither Scrip- 
ture nor Tradition,fignifie any thing without the Churches Authority ? 
And conſequently, it muſt needs be the Rule of their Faith ; thar is, 
They believe themſelves. 

3- Since the Doctrine of the Millenaries was unanimouſly received 
as an Apoſtolick Tradition in the 24 and 3d Centuries of the Church, 
meerly upon the Authority and Antiquity of Papias, who lived pre- 
ſently after the Apoſtles ; (and yet by St. Hiwrom, and many of this 
preſent Age, looked upon as an Impoſture ) and if both rene for his 
aſſerting that our Saviour ſuifered about rhe Fiftieth year of his Age, 
and Clem. Alexandrinus, that, he died for the Sins of the World about 
the Thirtieth year of his Age, are judged exceeding miſtaken, ( and 

not 
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not without good ground ) notwithſtaydin; hey both pretended an 
Apoſtolick Tradition, as having converſed with A poltolick Men ; ( Ire» 
11us having written Ar. 180, and Clemens, 190.) Andin fine, ſince 
in that famous contention about Eaſter ( which miſerably aMicted the 
Church in the days of P. YVi#or, Biſhop of Rome, by dividing the 
Eaſtern Chriſtians from the Weſtern ; one retending Oral Tradition 
from S. John and S. Philip, and the other | ann S. Peter and S. Paul ) 
may it not be pertinently demanded, What ſtreſs can be laid upon a. 
pretence of Apoſtolick Tradition ſixteen hundred years after Chriſt, 
(ſuppoſe it were now become Univerſal ) but eſpecially, when it is 
but the particular "Tradition of a particular Church ? 

4. What greatzr certainty can be given, of the uncertainty of Oral 
Tradition (as It 1s contradiſtinguiſhed from the Scripture) than this 
conſideration, that of all Chriſt ſaid (and, no doubt, he ſpoke much 
in point of Morality, which is not expreſſed in the Goſpels) nothing 
is found in any Authentick Record ( fave the Scriptures ) except that 
one expreſſion preſerved by S. Hierom, Be thou never merry, unleſs thou 
ſee " Brother living in Charity ;, for which notable expreſion, we have 
the fole Authority of S. Hierom ? 

. Since *ris evident from the penult of S. John's Goſpel, at the end, 
25 alſo the cloſe of the laſt Chapter, That our Saviour did many great 
things, which are not recorded in Holy Scripture, is it not a great Evi- 
dence of the great incertainty of Oral Tradition, that none of all 
thoſe Miracles not found -in Scripture, are conveyed to us by any 
warrantable Record ; the Legends which contain ſome of thoſe pre- 
tended Miracles, being rejected as Fabulous by the beſt Criticks of 


the Roman Church. 


SECT. XVIII. 


Of that Thred-bare Queſtion, Where was your Church 
before Luther ? 


Qu. 1, 'O) thoſe who are ſtill harping on that Thred-bare Queſtion, 
Where was your Church before Luther ? May it not as per- 


tinently be demanded, Should a Revolt happen from the Reformed 


Church of England, to Romaniſm again ( which God forbid ) where 
was your Religion before 86, or before ſuch a time ? Would they not 
anſwer, at Rome, and in England alſo; only kept under, and obſcured 
by Hereticks ? And Chriſtianity, though not ſo viſible, yet was purer: 


"M Profeſſors dwelt in Mountains and Dens ( places of Obſcu- 
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rity and Privacy) in the Reigns of Nero, Deciua and Diocleſian, than 
waen ſome Kings were called its Nurſing Fathers, and took poſleſion 
of the ſeven Halls, as when it groaned under Arjaniſm in the days of 
Conſtantics and Valens. 

2. When ſome peremptorily require from us the e/£ra of all the 
Popiſh Errors, may it not be as pertinently demanded, when the 
Acephali began ( which was ſich a ridiculous Linſey-Wolſey Hereſie, 


as to be a Compound of theſe Contraries, Neftorianiſm and Emychia. 


niſm, and yet gave great trouble to the Church for many years ) for 
Baronixs and Bellarmin ingenuouſly acknowledge, that they know nci- 
ther the Hereſiarch, or the Epocha of the Hereſie ; nor when Filiog; 
was inſerted by the Latin Church, into the Creed ? And if they know 
not the era of their Truths, how can it bz rationally expected that 
we ſhould deſign the preciſe times when all their Errors began, ſince 
*tis in the Night-Seaſon that the Adverſary fows his Tares in the Field 
of the Church ? 

3. It may be demanded, What more periinency ( amongſt Diſpu- 
ters ) is in that old Thred-bare Queſtion, Where was your Churgh, or Re- 
ligion, before Luther ? than in this amongſt Husband-men, Where was 
the Corn before it was weeded ? For if our Fore-fathers, under the Pa- 
pacy, embraced the true Faith, we have it ſtill; the Faith not being 
removed, but the Corruption. | 

* 4+ Since the Church of England obligeth none to believe any thing 
as neceſſary to Salvation, but what is plainly proved from holy Scri- 
pture; and entirely holds the Apoſtolick, Nicene, and Athanaſian 
Creeds; and obeys more Canons of the firſt General Councils, than 
thoſe of Rome do ; and approves that Expolition of Scripture, which 
hath the conſent of the Fathers of the four firſt Centuries : Yea, holds 
all that the Church of Rome held neceſſary for Salvation, for five or 
{ix hundred years together. So that a Romaniſt may turn Proteltant, 
without adding afly Article to his Faith ; but a Proteſtant cannot turn 
Romaniſt, without the addition of raany new ones, or novel Inven- 
tions, which have ncither Foundation in Scripture, nor genuin Anti- 
quity. May it not then bz molt rationally concluded, that the Pro- 
teſtant way 1s the ſureſt and ſafeſt, becauſe both ſides agree there- 
in; and that their Church was, long before Papacy appeared in the 
World ? 

5- Since *tis impoſſible to produce any genuin Work of any of the 
Fathers, who lived within Four Hundred Years aftcr Chriſt, that po- 
litively aſſerts the practice or the lawfulneſs of Prayer in an unknown 
Tongue, of taking away the Cup from the People, or with-holding 
the Scriptures from the Laicks, or Adoring Images, or having them 
in 
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in Churches, the Pope's Infallibility or Supremacy, Indulgences (in the 
cenſe of Pope Leo the Tenth) the DoCtrine of Merit ( in the Senſe of 
the Council of Trent ) that there are neither more nor leſs than Seven 
cacraments, the neceſſity of the right Intention of the Prielt for the 
validity of 2 Sacrament, Tranſubitantiation, the Limbo of unbaprti- 
zed Infants, Private Maſſes, the Pope's depoling Power, &c. may it 
not more pertinently be demanded of the Romaniſts, Where was Po- 
pery before Boniface the Third, than they can enquire of the Prote- 
{ants, where was your Church before Luther ?: 

6. Since *tis impoſſible to find any of the Primitive Fathers (or any 
Chriſtian Writer, a thouſand years after Chriſt and more) who belic- 
red all the Twelve new Articles of Faith, which P. Pizs the Fourth 
hath added to the Apoſtolick Creed ; may it not be pertinently de- 
manded of the Romaniſts, Where was your Faith to be found entirely 
before the Council ot Trent ? And is not the Modern Papacy younger 
by*many years than AZartin Luther himſelf ? Fa 

'q. Since not one of the Twelve new Articles of the Creed of P. Pix 
the Fourth is to be found in any ancient Creed, or Confeſlion of Faith 
gencrally allowed inthe Chriſtian Church ( whence it is evident that 
they are Innovations deſtitute of Primitive Authority? may we not more 
pertinently demand of them, Where was Papacy when thoſe Confeſ- 
lions were framed ? than they can enquire of us, Where was your 
Charch before Luther ? 

8. Since evcry true Reformation neceſſarily pre-ſuppoſeth Corrupti- 
ons and Errors to have been before it, what Advantage can the Ro- 
maniſts have in charging our Reformation with Novelty ? For if a 
real Reformation be made, the thing juſtifies it ſelf, and a Reformation 
mult begin ſometime ; and when-ever it begins, it is certairly new: 
Felides, it ought to be conſidered, that this Objeftion of Novelty lyes 
againſt all Reformation whatſoever, tho never ſo neceſſary, and tho 
things be never ſo much amiſs : So that tho our Reformation was as late 
as Luther, our Religion is as antient as Chriſtianity ir ſelf; for when 
the Additions which the Church of Rome hath made to the anticnt Chri- 
ſtian Faith, and their Innovations in Practice are pared off, that which 
remains of their Religion 1s ours; and this they cannot deny to be 
every tittle of it the ancient Chriſtianity : And what other Anſwer, I 
pray, could the Jews have given to the like Queſtion, if it had been 
pat to them by the Ancient Idolaters of the World, Where was your 
Religion before Abraham or Moſes ? Or what other Anſwer cou!d the 
Primitive Chriſtians have given to thoſe Pagans, who pretended Vene- 
rable Antiquity and Univerſality for their Polytheiſm, but the very 


fame in ſubſtance, which we now give to the Church of Rome”? _ 
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if any b: ſo fond a3to brand the Proteſtant Religion with Novelty 
becauſe of iome negative Articles ( in oppolition to the Corruption: 
of the Roman Church, which by accident are become a part of _ 
Faith, occalioned by their Errors) they may as well tax the Primitive 
Church with Novelty, becauſe the renouncing of the Doftrines of 4. 
aniſm at the Conncil of Nice, of Macedomianiſm at the Conncil of Cox. 
ftantinople, of Neſtorianiſm at Epheſus, and of Entychianiſm at Calcedy 
be came a part of the Catholick Religion after the riſe of thoſe He. 
rehes. | 

9. But, (to ſhut up this point) if to pray without Underſtanding 
to obey without Reaſon, and to belive againſt Senſe, be the ſurei: 
Evidences of the Antiquity of a Church, then I pray where is that 
Proteſtant to be found, who is ſo contentious for Priority, as not to 
vield (upon theſe accounts) the Precedency to the Church of Rome 4. 
bove all Chriſtian Societies in the World ? 


SE CT. . XIX. 
Of the Infallibility of the Pope with his Councils. 


Ou, 1 FF the Pope or Church of Rome be infallible,wherefore are they 
ſo uncharitable tothe World (at leaſt to their own Inc 
ration } as not to give an infallible Comment on Scripture, but ſuffers 
her Doors to write as failible Comments, and in many things as con- 
rrary toeach other, as any Proteltant Divines do? And I cannot ima- 
gine what good Infallibility does, if an infallible Church has no bet- 
ter means of underſtanding Scripture, than the Comments of fallible 
Men, that is, no better means then every fallible Church hath ? 

2. When the Dottors of the Roman Church vye Reaſons and Argu- 
ments with us Hereticks, and diſpute from Scripture and Antiquity, 
(eſpecially in order to the eſtabliſhing that beloved Palladium of their 
Churches Authority and Infallibility, which thoſe croſ6-grain Here- 
ticks deny) do not they appeal from the Infallibility of the preſent 
Church, to every Man's private Reaſon and Judgment, as much as e- 
very Proteſtant does? For its againſt the very Principles of Philoſo- 
phy, to imagin that the Churches Authority can be a ſufficient Topick 
to prove itſelf. 

3. If a viſible uninterrupted Succeſſion be the Mark of ſuch a true 
Church, as is the infallible Interpreter of Scripture ( as ſome Roma- 
niſts aver) wherefore is not the Greek Church an infallible Interpreter 


gf Scripture, fince ſhe hath as viſible and uninterrupted yr 
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fom Chriſt and his Apoſtles to this Day, as the Church of Rome 
has ? yea, if we conſult the Catalogues of their Patriarchs of Alex- 
andria and Antioch, we ſhall not find fo many Chaſina's occalioned (in 
thoſe Liſts ) by Schiſins, as in the See of Rome. 

4. Since P. Zachary depoſed Yirgilins tiſhop of Saltz burge, as an He- 
retick, becauſe he truly maintained, (tho in a very ignorant Age ) 
the Dorine of Antipodes ; may it not be pertinently demanded, may 
not he who can miſtake Truth for Hereiuc, alſo miſtake Hereſic for 
Truth ? as no doubt P. Liberws, Vigilins, and Honorins did. 

. Since its confeſſed by Bellarmine (and divers other eminent Cham- 
pions for that Church) that the Popes Canonizations are doubtful, and 
ſubject to Error 3 may it not be pertinently demanded, if his Infal- 
libility hould chance at any time to miſtake ( as I am pretty ſure he 
hath done more than once) in what a pitiful caſe are the Members of 
that Church, who are obliged to invocate ſuch miſtaken Saints ? 
Would not that be idolatry ? 

6. Since in the firſt and laſt Ages of the Church, there were many 
Schiſms and Hereſies, which ( if we believe Irenexs, who lived in the 
Second Centnry) were as wild and extravigant as any of later date ; 
now if the Fathers who lived in theſe Primitive Ages believed the In- 
fallibility of the Koman Church at that time, may it not be pertinent- 
ly demanded, Was there no pradence amongſt them all in going ſo far 
zbout by their endeavours to bring thoſe Hereticks and Schiſmaticks 
to the Touch-ſtone of the Scripture, and next to that, to the moſt Or- 
thodox and Catholick Tradition ? whereas how ſhort and caſie a Deci- 
fon to all Debates might have been fetched hence, had they had the 
ſame Apprehenſion of the Authority and Efficacy thereof, by referring 
all Controverſies depending to the determination of the Roman Church 
(the Mother and Miſtriſs of all ) and that infallible Conduct ſetled 
therein ? But not one word of that, which makes it more than proba- 
ble, that ſach holy and wiſe men knew no ſnch thing ; only when they 
make their Appeals to her after the expreſs word of God, its in com- 
mon with many other Churches, eſpecially thoſe of Apoſtolical Foun- 
dation, as is evident from Jreneus, Tertullian, and St. Auguſtin, when 
they had to deal with ſuch Perſons. 

7.How can any rational man imagin that the Popes or Roman Coun- 
cils (which they account General) are infallible, even when they are 
confirmed by Popes,unleſs Errors become Truths, and Contradictions 
be reconciled when determined by a Pope and Council ? Since P./igilins 
not only confirmed the Fifth General Council, which formerly he 
had condemned, but General Councils confirmed by Popes have made 


Definitions and Decrees plainly contradictory one to another : Thus 
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the Sixth General Council confirmed by Pope Aarian the Firlt, defingd 
tliat Marriage was diſſolved by Herelte: And the Council of Tram, 
confirmed by P. Pixs the Fourth, that it could not be ſo: The Council 
of Conſtance, confirmed by Pope Martin the Fifth, decreed, that a 
General Council was ſuperionr to the Pope : The laſt Lareran Conn- 
cil, under P. Leo the Tenth,condemned this Decree ; fo did it the De. 
cree of P. Nicholas the Fifth, who ratified the Council of Baſil, as a 
true General Council. 

8. How can any doubt that General Councils confirmed by Popes, 
may err ? lince it is ſo manifeſt they have aftually erred,by making De- 
crees ſo apparently contradiQtory to the Plain Words and Senſe of Ho- 
ly Scripture,that no impartial Perſon can any more queltion it, than he 
can,whether Theft be forbidden by the Eighth Commandment : So did 
the Council of Conſtance, confirmed by P. Martin the Fifth, and Tren, 
by P. Pizs the Fourth, the former in the Decree for Laicks Communica. * 
ting in one kind only, nowithitanding ( as themſelves acknowledge ) 
that Chriſt inſtituted the Sacrament in both kinds, and delivered it in 
both to his Diſciples : The latter in decreeing, that Divine Service 
ſhould not be in the Vulgar Tongue, in plain contradiction to what 
St. Paul preſcribes in 1 Cor. 14. not to ſpeak that the Pope's Confirma- 
tion of DoCtrinal Definitions, is but a meer Ceremony ; it being im- 
poſſible for any man to make that become true, which is falſe; or 
that which is falſe, to become true. 

9. Since from the fitneſs of an infallible viſible Jndge for the Militant 
Church, the Romanilts are apt to pretend that God hath aCtually ap- 
pointed ſuch an one, without which, God' (ſay they) had not made 
ſufficient Proviſions for the aſſurance of Man's Faith, and for the Peace 
and Unity of his Church (or, as it is with a ſtrange kind of Civilit 
expreſſed in their Canon Law, Aliter Dominus non videretur faſedl 
cretus, otherwiſe our Lord had not ſeem'®d to be diſcrect) may it not 
be very pertinentiy urged from this Topick of Humane Appearance, 
that it had been yet more uſeful for the Church, that not only the firſt 
Patriarch, but all of them, had been infallible ; yea, and all the Biſhops, 
and Presbyters of the Church ; and if all men had been infallible, cer- 
rainly the Church of God would never have been troubled with any 
Error whatſoever, but the experience of the World demonſtrates that 
it 1s not fo. | 

10. If it be a fit Argnment always to conclude that God hath done 
ſuch a thing, becauſe the generality of Men judge it expedicnt to be 
done ; may it not be pertinently demanded, where is that man, who, 

conſulting with Fleſh and Blood (I mean humane Reaſon) who would 
20t have thought it very fit, that ovr Saviour, after his —_ 
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ſkould have publickly taught the People of Fieruſalem in the Temple, as 
he uſed to do, that all the Inhabitants of that great City, (yea, all the 
Males throughout the Land being obliged to be there alſo at the Feaſt of 
the Paſſover) might by an ocular Demonſtration be convinced that our 
Saviour was not an Impoſtor, when he ſaid he would riſe again the 
third day ? yet the infinite Wiſdom thought it not fit, For hu ways" are 
not 4s Our ways, nor bis thoughts as our thoughts, Ia. 55. 8, g. 

11.Since It 15 no leſs behoofful for the Purity of the Militant Church, 
to be ſecured from Vice, than from Error, by ſome infallible means ; 
and whereas the former is not pretended to by auy,is it not very rca- 
ſonable to put the Romaniſts to it, to ſhew from Scripture who this 
{nfallible Vitble Judge is who is inveſted with that Power, or Com- 
miſſion ; eſpecially when it is conſidered that our Judge of Contro- 
yerſies in the Church is now become our greateſt Controverlie ? Beſides 
that, it would puzzle any man to give a good reaſon why God 
ſhould take more care to ſecure men againſt Errors in Beliet, than 
2zainſt Sin and Wickedneſs in their Lives. 

12, If an infallible viſible Jadge be ſuch an adequate means to de- 
termin all Controverſies in matters of Religion, which happen in the 
Militant Church, (as the Romanilts pretend) how came it to paſs that 
there were ſo many Schiſms and Hereſies too in the Apoſtles times, 
when thoſe who goyern'd the Church were certainly guided by an In- 
fallible Spirit? _ 

13. Can the fierceſt Bigot of Popery prove from Holy Scripture,that 
the Pope is infallible ( in the Popiſh Senſe of the World ?) I know 
that ſome fly the Abſurdity, by hiding the Pope in the Church; but 
if the Church be Infallible, it is ſo as its repreſentative in. General 
Councils,or diffuſive in the whole Body of Chriltians ; and then what is 
Infallibility to the Church of Rome, more than to any other particular 
Church? And how ſhall that which is common to all, give power to 
one = all ? And what is it to the Pope above another Biſhop or Pa- 
triarch ? 

14. Since the Council of Trent hath determined that Infants ſhould 
not be Communicated, becauſe theySannot examine themſelves, nor 
diſcern the Lord's Body ; who can doubt —_ Popes, with their 
Councils, and Roman Church, have erred in their Belief and Praftice 


of the Communion of Infants long ago, it being paſt all doubt that for 
ſome Hundreds of Years it was ſo in the Roman Church ? 

az. Was not the Apoſtle to blame, to ſay there mult be Herelies 
and Diviſions among yon, and not to tell them, there mult be alſo 
an infallible Judge among you to obviate ſuch pertinecious Errors and 
Schiſms,if ſo be that God had appointed any ſuch infallible viſible Judge 
be to for ever in bis Church? E 16, If 
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16. If the many Diſſentions in the Proteſtant Churches (as is pre. 
tended) make this infallible viſible Judge always neceſſary, how is it 
that this ſole Remedy is found ſo ineffeCtual againſt the Diviſions in the 
Roman Church, and that there are ſo many Differences there about In. 
fallibility it ſelf, the manner and ſubject of it ? fo that many Roma. 
niſts (not of the dnlleſt brains) being aſhamed of it, haye betaken 
themſelves to Tradition inſtead thereof. 


———_ a 
wed —cC_ — 


SECT. XX. 
Of the Pope's Supremacy. 


On. vn the Reaſon aſſigned by the Council of Calcedoy, giving 

equal Priviledges to the Patriarch of Conſtantinople with him 
of Rome, is becauſe old Bizantinum was become Nova Roma, that is, the 
Emperours had fixed their Habitations there ; might not Milan and 
Ravenna have claimed the ſame Priviledge, ſeeing ſome Emperours did 
honour thoſe Cities with their Preſence many years ? 

2. Had not the African Churches as good reaſon to decline the pre- 
tended Authority of the Biſhops of Rome, as the Churches of Cyprus to 
reject the Juriſdiction of the Patriarch of Antioch (from which libe- 
rated at laſt by the Third General Council ) ſince they had ſtill a Pri- 
mat of their own ; and were no more within the Roman Patriarchat, 
than Cyprus was within that of Arioch ? | 

3. Since all ſober Perſons hiac inde, acknowledg a Primacy of Order 
in St. Peter (cither for his Age, or his being firſt called to be an Apoſtle, 
or for his Zeal, or ſome other reaſon beſt known to his Lord and Ma- 
ſer) it being impoſſible that any Society ſhould remain long without 
Confuſion (far leſs that it ſhould continue well--ordered) which hath 
tiot one appointed to be the Mouth thereof ; it may therefore he per- 
tinently demanded if any Romaniſt can produce any place of Scrip- 
ture which imports a formal Juriſdiction in St. Peter, which was not at 
tbme other time vouchſafed on the Catholick Church, at leaſt on the 
reſt of the Apoſtles ? 

4. Datoſed non conceſſo, that St. Peter had a Primacy of Juriſdiftion 
over all the General Members of the Catholick Church ; wherefore 
might not this have been a perſonal Priviledge and intranſmiſlible to 
anySncceſſor,no leſs than the Gradus Moſaicns was to any other Prophet ? 

5. Upon what Grounds do Bellarmin and others call ChriſPs Ingemt- 
nation of theſe Words, Feed my Sheep, the peculiar Prviledge of St. 
Peter, above all the reſt of the Apoſtles, ſince St. Avgnftin, and St. o 
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rl of Alexandria call it the peculiar Penance of St. Peter for denying 
his Lord and Maſter, which none of the reſt had done ? 

6. Since the Primitive Fathers by Rock in the 16th. of St. Matthew, 
generally underſtand either Chriſt himſelf, or that excellent Confeſlion 
of St. Peer, where then doth his peculiar Prerogative lye in theſe 
Words * 

7. Suppoſe our Saviour did mean by St. Peter, when he ſaid, On this 
Rick will 1 build my Church, (alluding to his Name by way of Emphatis, 
not Excluſion) I pray, where is yet the peculiarity of St. Perer's Privi- 

e, ſince if we believeeither St. Paul, or St. John in his Revelation, 
the reſt of the Apoſtles were Foundations as well as he? for I hope 
none will call him the Chief Corner-ſtone. 

8. Since the generality of the ancient Fathers look upon Peter (both 
ia his Excellent Confeſſion, and Promiſe made to him, as perſonating 
the Catholick Church) and that what our Saviour there promiſed, was 
after his ReſurreCtion fulfilled, as we may read, Joby 20. 21, 22, 23. 
Where, I pray you, is St. Perer*s ſpecial Priviledge above the reſt of 
the Apoſtles, ſince our Saviour ſaid to them all alike, As my Father 
ſent me, ſo ſend I you: (and I ſuppoſe S. Peter could not have a Sublimer 
Miſſion than our Saviour) and breathed upon them all, and ſaid, Re- 
ceive ye the Holy Ghoft,, whoſe Sins ye remit, &C. 

9. But whatever Senſe theſe Words of St. John may have, or theſe 
of St. Matthew, doth it not evidently appear, that what our Saviour 
promiſed to St. Peter, Matth. 16. was given to the Catholick Church,art 
kait to the reſt of the Apoſtles as well as Peter, in XMatth. 18. 18. in 
| the ſame words of Afar. 16. our Saviour himſelf having expounded 

the Power of the Keys, by that of Binding and looſing ? 

10. Since after that Promiſe made to St. Peter, Mar.18. we find the 
Apoſtles (more than once) controverting for Superiority ; may it not 
very rationally be preſumed that H. Jeſus (the Wiſdom of the Father 
and Prince of Peace) having taken notice of that Ambitious Debate, 
would once have undeceived them, by telling them, that tho the Deſ- 
potical Power of the Gentile Kings or Governours ſhould be far re- 
moved from them, yet their minds ſhould be at reſt, becauſe he had 
already inveſted St. Peter with a Paternal Authority or Eccleſiaſtical 
Juri{diftion over them, when he promiſed to him the Keys of the - 
Kingdom of Heaven ; but ſince in our Saviour*s reproof we find no 
ſuch Inſinuation, may it not be pertinently doubted if ever he meant 
any ſuch matter ? 

11. I would demand, how the enſuing particulars can be reconciled 
toa formal Juriſdiction of S.Petey over the reſt of the Apoltles, 1. The 
Care of all the Churches being committed to every one of them jr Joe 
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as m. 2. St. Peter was ſent by the Apoſtles and Elders at Fieruſalmy 
to Samaria (he that gave the Commillion having rather the Authority, 
than the Perſon commiſſionated.,) 3. His being called to an account 
for converling withCorzelizs theCenturion inCeſaria,and other Gentiles, 
by thoſe at Hieruſalem, velut vehementur infenſs (as S.Chryſoftom phraſeth 
it.) 4. If St. Peter was then Supreme Governour, wherefore did not 
the controverting Chriſtians at Arzoch addreſs firſt to him in order 
to the indifting of a Council? 5. Wherefore did St. Fames preſide 
therein, and by his Verdict determine the Controverſie (if we believe 
Euſebius and Epiphanizs) and not St. Peter, on which account, and be- 
cauſe he was the firſt Biſhop of Hieruſalem, and of the Chriſtian 
World, Epiphanim« politively alſerts that St. James was inveſted by our 
Saviour with a Superiority over all the Apoſtles. 6. Wherefore wa 
not that Decree iſſued forth in the Name of Perer, if he was the Mo- 
narch of the Church? 7. Why was St. Paul ſo immethodical toreck- 
on James before Cephas or Peter ; and ſo arrogant as to ſay, that he 
was, in nothing, inferionr to the chiefeſt Apoſtles (for if St. Pete 
was his Superiour, he came ſhort of him in fomething, which is very 
material, and that is Authority.) 8. Was not St. Paul a very un- 
mannerly Vaſſal to rebuke his Lord and Maſter for Judaizing ; and 6 
ſolemnly, that both Jews and Gentiles were witneſs to the Reproof ? 
9. How could St. Cyprian ſay that the reſt of the Apoſtles were. the 
fame that St. Perer was, pari conſortio prediti honoris & poteſtatis ?. Fi- 
nally, How could Erxfcbixs aver (in his Old Editions, before they ſuf- 
fered the Index Expurgatorius) that Peter, James, and John were ap- 
pointed Princes of the Apoſtles, and that theſe three were equal? 

2. Since P. Leo the Tenth, with the conſent and: approbation of 
the Lateran Council (which they. account General) declares that our 
Bleſſed Saviour did inſtitute St.Peter (and his Succeſſors in the Roman 
See) his Vicars, to whom, by the Teſtimony of the Book of Kings, 
it was ſo neceſſary to yield Obedience, that whoſoever would not, 
was puniſhed with.Death : (thus Binizs Concil.Tom, g.) it may be per- 
tinently demanded, if they have Five Books of Kings, for in the Vul- 
gar Verſion (which have four of that name) there is not one Syllable 
which inſinuates any ſuch matter ? 

13. If the Biſhop of Rome was inveſted ure Divino, with an univer- 
fal Juriſdition-over the Catholick Church ; or if the Roman Church, 
either in. its Head or Members, ſeverally, or in all conju&tly, be in- 
dued with an infallible Spirit; how comes it to paſs that all the antl- 
ent Apologiſts were guilty of ſuch a Supine Negligence (from Juftin 
* Martyr, the firſt of them, who lived, Ann 1 50. to Theodoret inclulive- 
Ly,. who dyed about the middle of the Fifth Ceatury) as never to men- 
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tion that moſt admirable Prerogative of the Roman Church above atf 
the Societies In the World, ſince ſome of them deſcend to many mi- 
nute Particulars,which are long ago obſolete and out of date in all the 
Churches of Chriſt ? 

14. If it be a ſufficient Anſwer for the Silence of the Apologilts, to 
fay,that they are ſo ſuccinCt,that they had no room for ſuch a matter ? 
For though it 15 eaſily granted, that of Aſianus, Melito, Quadratus, 
and Ariſtides, we have bat Shreds in Euſebms; and that Athenagoras, 
Tatian, Theophilus, Antiochenus, Minutins Felix, Cyprian ad Demetrianum, 
7, Firmicus Maternus, are very brief; not to ſpeak of many Orations 
written by the Fathers againſt Julian the Apoſtate, the Jews and Gen- 
tiles in general ( which are alſo reckoned among the Apologiſts, and 
are yet briefer ) yet the two Apologies of Juſtin Martyr, with his Di- 
alogue with Tryphon the Jew, all the Works of Clem. Alexandrinus, 
fave his Pedagogus, the larger Apologetick of Tertwllan, with his leſſer 
ad Scapulam, and fome Books agaialt the Jews and Gentiles, the eight 
Books of Origen againſt Celſ#s, the ſeven Books of Arnobius contra 
Gentes, and ſo many of Lattantins his Inſtitutions, Euſebins de demon- 
ftratione & preparatione Evangelica, S. Auguſtin his 22 Books de Civi- 
tate Dei, Theodoret his 12 Books de curandis Grecorum affeftibus ;, all 
theſe are pretty Voluminous : yet ne gr# quidem, not the leait word or 
inſinuation of any ſuch prodigious privilege of the Roman Church, 
either in its Head or Members. 

15. What greater Elogy conld have been given by any of the Fa- 
thers to S. Peter, than that which S. Chry/oſtom applies to S. Paul, that 
he was the Light of all the Churches, the Foundation of the Faith, the 
Pillar and Ground of Truth ? 

16, Might not the Biſhop of Antioch have claimed by virtue of 
Succeſſion, a Superiority over all the Organical Members of the-Ca- 
tholick Church, as well as the Biſhop of Rome ; ſince it 1s certain, S. 
Peter reſided ſeven years at Antioch ;, and it cannot be proved from any 
Anthentick Record, that he was one year at Rome ? 

17. May not the Biſhop of Hierz/alem ( which is the- Mother of us 
ali) with better reaſon claim an univerſal Monarchy over the Church, 
by virtue of Succeſſion ; ſince the unqueſtionable Head of the Church 
dycd there ? And S. James the Lord's Brother, was unqueſtionably 
the firſt Biſhop of the Chriſtian World ; whence Epiphanixs concludes, 
= the Principality over the Church was due to him, and not to. St. 

eter, 

18. Since its granted by Belarmin and others, that St. Peter's Mar 
tyrdom at Rome was but accidental ( there being no Scripture Pro» 


miſe, or Catholick Tradition for it ) can the Biſhop of Rome, by viv-. 
Tue: 
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-tue of his See, pretend to S. Peter's Spirit and Power, upon bettty 
grounds than YVibins Rufus did to the Genius of the Great Ceſar, he. 
cauſe he bought his Chair ? 

19. Could any of the Fathers have Complemenited the Biſhop of 
Rome with an higher Hyperbole, than Syneſas the Biſhop of Cyrere, 
did his Patriarch Theophilus of Alexandria (none of the beſt of men, 
for he was a great Perſecutor of S. Chry/ſoſtom ) by calling his Advice 
aDivine Reſponſe, and an Heavenly Oracle ? 

20. Can any Inſtance be given of any Biſhop of Rome, who before 
the famous Council of Nice, preſumed to exerciſe any proper A of 
Juriſdiction, without the proper Bounds of his own Patriarchat, called 
the Suburbicarian Churches, except P. Yi&or ; who for attempting to 
Cenſure others without his own PrecinCt,was ſeverely reprehended by 
Ireneus ;, and P. Stephen, who was juſtly cenſured by S. Cyprian ? 

21. Since to be the ultimate Object of Appeals ( or dernier beſort, 
as the French phraſ: it ) is the Eſſential Privilege of all Monarchs, is 
it- accountable, that the Council of Vice believed the Biſhop of Rome's 
Supremacy over the Catholick Church, when it determined, that all 
Appeals during the Intervals of general Councils, ſhould be determi- 
ned in the Provincial Synods, or by the reſpective Patriarchs, and that 
there ſhould be no Appeal from the one to the other ? 

22, If the Churches of Africa believed the Popes Supremacy to be 
gare divino, how could 217 Biſhops in the 6th. Council of Carthage, 
( whereof S. Auſtin was one) have oppoſed Three Popes ſucceſſively 
in the matter of Appeals to Rome ; and condemned all thoſe as Schiſ- 
maticks, who did thus Appeal ; and made a formal Separation of 
their Churches from the Roman, upon the account of its Illegal and Un- 
charitable Incroachments ? 

23. If that Separation was unjuſt, how comes S. Auguſtin to be re- 
puted over all the Chriſtian World, and at Rome too, an eminent 
Saint ? ſince he died, (as the Romaniſts think) in aCtual and unrepen- 
ted Schiſm : ſince S. Auguſtin denied the Popes Supremacy in matter 
of Appeals to Rome, no leſs than Henry the Eighth of England, might 
not P. Caleſtin as juſtly have Excommunicated S. Auguſtin, as P. Paul 
the Third, did Henry the Eighth of England ? 

24. Since by many of the Epiſtles of Gregory the Great to the Em- 
perour Mauricius, and Fohn the Patriarc't of Conſtantinople, its appa- 
rent, that he declares all thoſe Prc' :5 who uſurp the Titles of 
Oecumenical Patriarch, Univerſal Bi' »p, and Head of the Catholick 
Church, to be the Forerunners, or Farbangers of Antichriſt ; may it 
'not- be pertinently demanded, if ail thoſe Popes who from Boniface 

*the Third incluſiyely, have afte&ted thoſe Titles, do not m_ = 
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demned by the Judgment of their Predeceſſour as Antichriſtian ? 

25. If it be the Popes Prerogative (as the Romaniſts pretend ) to 
aſſemble all the general Councils, how did it chance, that during a 
Thouſand years after Chriſt, and more, there was not an Oecumenical 
Synod in Jraly, no not in all the Weſt ( unleſs that of Frankford bz 
accounted one, which was inditted by Charlemain againſt the Conven- 
ticle at Nice ) and that they were very deſirous to have one in Italy, 
is moſt evident from the Letters of P. Leo the Firit, ( none of the 
meaneſt ſpirited Popes) to Thecdoſins the Younger, his Siſter Pulche- 
ria, the Emperour Marcianns, Valcntinian the. Third, with Endoxie 
the Empreſs ; whom he did Supplicate on his Knees,with many Tears, 
(thus he phraſeth it ) for a Council to be holden in 7raly againſt the 
Entychians ; but could never obtain his deſire, as to that Circum- 
ſtance. 

26, If the Emperours were nothing elſe but the Popes Mandatarij 
in the indiCting of Councils ( as ſome term them) what could be the 
reaſon that P. Yigilizss, being perſonally in Conſtantinople, would not 
Countenance the 57h general Council, aſſembled there by Fuſtinian the 
Great, till he was halcd thereto by the Authority of the Emperour, 
and forced to obey the Mandat of his pretended AMandatarins, in 
condemning the tria Capitula, which by a former Conſtitution he had 
approved ? 

27. If the confirmation of a General Council by the Pope, be fo 
neceſſary, that all its A&ts are invalid without it, (as ſome Romaniſts 
pretend) how could the Patriarchs of Conſtaztinople be ſo irregular, as 
to poſſeſs the place in all ſucceeding Councils 'Cwhere they were pre-- 
ſent) which the 2d and 4th General Councils had allotted to them, not- 
withſtanding of all the Proteſtations of P. Zeo the Firſt, and his Suc- 
ceſſors, againſt thoſe Council-Acts ? 

28, Since the Biſhops of the Primitive Church were promiſcuouſly 
termed Popes, (from the old Greek Word arTas, (which ſignifies a 
Father) their Epiſcopal Sees, Thrones, and Empires ; and themſelves 
(how ſmall ſoever their Dioceſs were) were alſo called Princes (if 
we believe S. Gregory Nazianzem, and St. Hilary of Poitiers ) all were 
termed the Succelſors of the Apoſtles, and equal as to the intrinſic 
Power of Biſhops, whether it were the little Biſhoprick of Eugabiurn, 
compared with that of Rome; Rhegium with that of Conſtantinople ; 
Tans with Alexandria; (if we give Faith to $. Hierom) therefore 
K may pertinently be © manded, What ſolid Grounds had Hildebrand 
to Monopolize thoſe Titics to the Biſhop of Rome ? 

29. If the Romaniſts can produce any Authentick Author for the 


Decretal Epiſtles of. all the Popes, from Clemens to P. Sirvixs, (that 
IS 
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is to-the middle, at the leaſt, of the 4#þ Century) though they have 
made up a conſiderable part of the Canon Law, before Ricalfus Arch. 
biſhop of Afentz, who lived 500 years after thoſe Popes were dead, . 

30. Since the Bclicf of an Infallible Headſhip in the Biſhop of Rune, 


is with many Romaniſts, the reaſon why they receive their Articles . 


of Faith ; muſt it not then bz the fundamental Article of all others? 
And ought it not to be the beſt atteſted by ſome plain places of 
Scripture ; and not leave by its lilence this ſole vilible Vicegerent of 
Chriſt, to the Suſpicion of bearing witneſs to himſelf ? | 

31. Since the Pope receives his Office with an Oath, to obſerve the 
Apoſtolick Canons (as they are termed) with the Canons of the Eight 
firſt general Councils z and notwithſtanding, it is evident from the 
35 and 36 Canons of the Apoltles, (or the 33 and 34 Canons, as Bj- 
2ius hath them ) that theſe are direCtly againſt the Popes Supremacy, 
as alſo the 6s and 7 Canons of the Firſt general. Council; the g, 17, 
and 28 Canons of the Fourth general Council: the Fifth, in condemn- 
ing the Sentence of P. Yigilius, ( in favour of the rria Capital ) tho he 
was very vehement in the:cauſe : the Sixth and Seventh, in Con- 
demning P. Honorixs of Hereſie : the Eighth and laſt, by impoſing a 
Canon upon the Church of Rome, and challenging Obedience thereun- 
to, ( viz. its Condemning a Cuſtom of the Sabbath Faſt in Lent ) 
may we not very rationally hence conclude, that the Fathers during 
cight hundred and ſeventy years after Chriſt, knew no ſuch thing as 
the Popes Supremacy by Divine Right, or any Right at all, ſeeing 
they oppoſed it : And that they did not believe the Infallibility of the 
Church of Rome, that they had no Tradition of either that Supre- 
macy or Infallibility, that it is in vain to plead Antiquity in the Fa- 
thers, or Councils, or Primitive Church, for either : and that the Ca- 
nons of theſe eight general Councils, being the ſenſe both of the an- 
cient and the profeſſed Faith of the preſent Church of Rome, the 
Popes Authority muſt needs ſtand Condemned by the Catholick Church 
at this day, by the ancient Church, and the preſent Church of Rome 
her ſelf, as ſhe holds Communion ( at leaſt in Profeſſion ) with the 
ancient ? And in fine, how can the Church of Rome eſcape the charge 
of Hereſie? for he who believes the Popes Supremacy, denies in ef- 
feft, the eight firſt general Councils, ( at leaſt in that point ) and 
that's Herelie ; and he who believes the Council of Trent, believes 
the Article of the Popes Supremacy ; therefore he who believes the 
Council of Trent, doth not believe the eight firſt general Councils, 
and therefore is guilty of Hereſie : And how can any Pope evade the 
Brand of Schiſm, ( the fouleſt that ever the Church groaned under ) 
aggravated with the horrid Crime of Perjury ; ſince the Pope ( 8 


ſuch 
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ach) profeſierh to believe, and Gyeareth to govern the Church 2c. 


cording to the Canons of the firſt General Counci 
ins? and profeſſedly prattiſeth 2 Power conde fy ©. Openly 
ti, quite rope, be ſtands guilty of Separation from the ancient 
z 


and as Head of a new and firange Society , d | 
Body of his Faftion after him into the Ge Schiſin, 24 | ——— 

on to = =— Cock a _ m_—__ Oath by which alſo 
oPpe, as ” mielft (at hi : i 

the Deane and Practice thereof nauguration) to maintain 


—_— 
_ —_— — 


SECT. XXL 
Of the Pope's Depoſing Power. 


2, 1,Clnce the Fourth Later Council, under Innocent the Third, 
promifed a Plenary Pardon of all their Sins, and a greater 
Degree of Glory hereafter, to thoſe who did extirpate Hereticks 3 
if it may not be preſumed that this moſt bountiful proffer doth ani- 
mate Traitors to murther their own Princes, whom Rowe hath decla- 
red Heretical ? 
2, What rome reaſon is there of expounding theſe words omen 
to Jeremy, (I hawe ſet thee over Kings to raot out, to pluck up, and deſtroy) 
of the Pope's Supremacy, and Depoſing Power, (as both Inzocent the 
Third, and the Canon-Law do) than had the Doxatrfts of applying 
theſewords in the Gartecles, (Tellme, O thow whom my Soul loweth, 
where thou feedeſt, where thou makeſt thy Flock, to reſt at Noon) to the 
Flock of their Party in the Soutkern Country of Africa ? 
3. If any be ſoquick-ſighted as to find the Popes Univerſal Monar- 
chy and Depoſing Power in theſe Words, Feed my Sheep (Heretical 
Princes being thoſe Wolves which are to be driven away as hurtful 
tothe Flock) may not ſuch a Lyzxcean Eye by alike kind of Interpre- 
tation find this other Myſtery in the Words, that all Chriſtians are 
Fools, becaule Sheep are filly Creatures ? 
4. Since the Doctrine of Depoſing Power in Popes (by which I 
mean not only their excommunicating abſolute Monarchs, but alſo 


_— 


| the <xpoling their Dominions as a juſt Prey to the firſt Invader) is 10 


ſcandalous to the Chriſtian Religion in the Eyes of all ſober Roma- 
niſts, and hath been found ſo miſchievous to many Sovereign Princes ;* 
wherefore was not that deſtructive Doctrine condemned by ſome Ge- 
neral Council, they having had many which they account ſuch, ſince 


the Fourth Council of Laterar, _ ; Innocent the Third, where 
ic 
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it was certainly defined, let them call it an Article of Faith, 2 Point 


of Diſcipline, or what they will. _ : 
5. Since it is evident from Baronius, Binius, Platina, Onuphriz, ang 


many others, that Gregory the 7th. (nick-named Hildebrand) did eg. © 
communicate Hepry the 4th. Emperor of Germany : P. Paſchal the 24, - 


Henry the 5th. Alexander the 3d, Frederick the 1ft., Innacent the qth, 


Frederick the 24.Boniface the 8th,Philip the Fair of France : Fultus the | 


24, Lewis the 12th. with him who was King of Nawarre at ttime; 


(on which putrid Title Ferdizand the Catholick ſeized on his King. | 


dom) and that Alexander the 3d did alſo excommunicate Henry the 
24. of England : And Innocent the 3d,King John, (Six years before the 
Reſignation of his Crown into the Hands of that gen Legat z ) may 
it not be juſtly doubred, jf they who can confidently aver that never 
any Pope . preſumed to excommunicate anabſolute Prince, did ever 
——_ Hiſtories, if ſo be they have put in Print what they did 
think ? 


6. Whether that place, 1 Pet. 2.13. which is quoted by P.Inment - 


the 34. in his arrogant Epiſtle ro the Emperor of Gonftaztinople, doth 
prove that the Pope is as much greater than the Emperor, as the Sun 
is greater than the Moon 2 which ſtrange Compariſon is inſerted by 
Gregory the gth. into the Body of the Canon-Law 3 and ever {ince 
continued in all the Editions of that Law. 

7. If Gregorythe Great imagined himſelf ſuperiour to the Emperor 
Mauritius, and not rather much his Inferiour, when he wrote to that 
Emperor, that in Obedience to his Commands he had publiſhed oneof 
his Laws, which himſelf judged ſcarce agreeable to the Law of God? 

8. If (according to the Doctrine of the Church of Rome) it can 
properly be called Rebellion to deſiſt and dethrone a depoſed Prince, 
or if it can be termed true Loyalty todefend him ? Since the depos 
Doctrine doth import,that whena Prince is depoſed by the Authority 
of their Church, they abſolve their Subjects from their Fealty z and 
then it is no Rebellion to take up Arms. 

9. Since the depoſing Doctrine hath been decreed and practiſed by 
their Popes and General Councils, that no Pope or Council fince 
Gregory the 7th. hath ever condemned ir z and that the Jeſuits do ſill 
maintain it, (their greateſt Champions, Bellarmine, Suarez, Becan, 
Gretzer, Mariana, SanBarellus,and many others, having exjrely de- 
clared for it) yea, tho the preſent Pope (whois not the worſt of the 

pack) did lately cenſure ſome other Jeſuitical Do&trines (as great Im- 
moralities) yet he thought fir to let the Cepoling Doctrine eſcape 
without Cenſure; may we not juſtly admire how ſome of this Age 
have the Effrontory to out-face all Mankind (who have Eyes in, 4 
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Heads, and Skill enough to read the Decrees of their Popes and Court: 


1 Gals) by an that the depoſing Doctrine is not. the Doctrine of the 
4 6 arch 0 


we, but of a nameleſs Party ? 
10. As for thoſe who Found their Loyalty upon this Suppoſicion 


| tt the depofing Do&trine is not the Doctrine of the Roman Churcly 
| ih notthis Hypotheſis afford a ſhrewd ſuſpicion, that if ir wax the 


Doctrine of the Church of Rome, or ever ſhould be fo, or they ſhould 
er be convinced that it is ſo, then they would be for the depoſing of 


@ princes, no leſs than thoſe, who at this day believe it to be the Do- 


grine thereof ? | | | 
11, May it not be juſtly doubted, whatever ſome little inferiour 


People in Communion with the Church of Roe think of theſe Mar- 
ers, while the Governing _ of the Church believes otherwiſe, as 
they certainly-do, at this day (if the Pope and his Adherencs are the 
Coverning Part) Princes have no ſecurity that Popes will not chal- 

2nd exerciſe this Authority, but their want of Power to do it, 
which is wholly owing to the Reformation 3 for till Princes had Sub- 
jets who valued not the Popes Authority, they themſelves were the 
Popes Vaſlals, and muſt neceſſarily be ſo again, could they extinguiſh 
this peſtilent Notthern Hereſie (as they phraſeit) the great Fault of 
which is, that ichath given Strength and Security ro Princes,by weak- 
ning the Popes Pretenſions. , 

12. Since the Council of Gonftazice owns the 4th. Council of Laterax 
for 2 General Council, Seſ..39,, (where the depoling Power isas ex- 
rreſly declared as any thing can be, unleſs Men will quibble upon 
Words, and make Nonſenſe of them) and that P, Martin the 5th. 
n his Bull for. the Confirmation, of the Council of Conſtance, Seſl.45, 
zives' the Senſe of the Propoſition of that Council,” Sef. .15, may 
it not be very pertinently aſſerted, that the ſaid Couhicil condemns 
only the killing of a Tyrant, and not of an Hererick ;, and the killing 
ofa Tyrant, who is not condemned and depoſed, not of one who is . 
excommunicated for Hereſie ; for.that laſt Claule,withour expecting 
the Sentence and.commande of a Judge,fappoſes that it may be a very 
lawful and meritorious Act to kill ſuch Princes as are depoled by Supe- 
riour Judges, that is, by the Pope'or Council z which is the only Au- 
thority that ever pretended to judge or depole Sovereign Princes; and 
therefore when Suarez was urged with this Decree, heanſwered,, 
Defenſ, Fidei,lib. 6. cap. 4. Where ao you find in the Afts of that Council, 
that this extends to Princes excommunicated or depoſed by the Pops ?: . 

13. If we may take and leave of the Roman. Couneils what, we, 
pleafe, and be good Catholicks ſtill; wherefore may we not, reject 
the Decrees of their Councils about L mma toa, 

| 2 aQui- 
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Indulgences, the Invocation of Saints, and Worſhip of Images, g:. 
and continue as good Cathoſicks as they are, who renounce the Ay, 
thority of their Councils as to the depoſing Power? 

14. Since P. Paul the 5th. (Arm 1606.) by a Breve written to the 
Eyxglih Catholicks,declared and taught them,as Paſtor of their Souls 
that the Oath of Allegiance, eſtabliſhed by Parliament, (3 7ac, ,) 
cannot be taken without violating the Chriſtian Faith, and injuring 
the Salvation of their Souls, as containing many things which are 
manifeſtly contrary to Faith and Salvation : Now (as the Author of 
the Firſt Treatiſe againſt the -Oath of Allegeance, called, The Jeſuits 
Loyalty,well obſerves) there are not in it(#-ulta)many things to which 
this Cenſure is poſhbly applicable, unleſs this be one, that che P 
hath no power to diſpoſe the King, or abſolve his Subjects from the 
Oath of Allegiance ; now when in Obedience ro the Pope,the Roman 
Catholicks have to this day obſtinately refuſed this Oath (ſome very 
few excepted, who were Anathematized at Rome for doing fo)is there 
not reaſon to ſuſpe&, that they are not clear in this point ? andthat 
they who will not abjure ſo pernicious a Doctrine, may be perſws- 
ded to practiſe it when time ſerves, and then let any man judge what 
ſecurity there is of their Loney ! 

15. As for thoſe Loyal Engliſh Romaniſts, who will not allow the 
depojmg Datyiae to be the Doctrine of the Church of Rome, tho 
they acknowledge it to have: been decreed by Popes and Councils, 
becauſe all the Ages before Gegory the Severtth; were poſitively againſt 
the depoſing DoCtrine,that this was a Doctrine brought in in the 11th 
Century, againft.the Judgment and Practice of Ten before, and that 
all rhe Fathers were againſt itz. muſt. they not needs -go upon theſe 
Principles, T, ThatPopes and Councils may,' and have: decreed fuch 
Doctrine as are contrary to Scripture and Catholick Tradition ? 
2. That no good Catholick is bound to own ſuch Dodtrinee, though 
decreed by Popes and Councils ? 3. That this Doctrine (alchough 
decreed) is not the” Doctrine of the Catholick Chorch ? 4. That 
men are good Catholicks, not by adhering to the Do&trines of Popes 
and Councils, but to the Scriptures, expounded by Primitive and 
Catholick Tradition ? Theſe are indeed the better Subjedts, for ad- 
bering to thoſe Principles; for thoſeare the very Principles on which 
our Reformation is founded,and by which we juſtifie our ſelvesagainlt 
the Innovations of the Church of Rowe : But though theſe Principles 
will juſtifie the Reformation, yer they will not prove, that this De- 
poling Dodtrine is not raught by the preſent Church of Rome. 

16. But toſhut up all theſe Queries concerning the vile Depoling 
Doctrine, I deſire only to be informed, what Roman Catholick Na- 
tion 
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tion, who had all the Power in their hands, would have ſuffered a 
Proteſtant Prince to Succeed quietly to his Throne ? We know how 
it fared with Hery the Fourth of France, ( notwithſtanding the Par- 
liament of Paris, burnt Aariana's Book ) and what Henrician Here- 
ticks in thoſe days ſignified ; but our Church teaches better; and 
the True Sons of the Church practiſe better ; and we hope they ſhall 
never have reaſon to repent of what they have done. 


_— 


SECT. XXIL 
Of their Uncharitableneſs to all other Chriſtians. 


#, 1... JOw can they be vindicated from Hypocriſie in 2 very high 
wy H degree ( beſide their Uncharitableneſs ) who ito they 
have Condemned an Heretick, and delivered him to the Secular Judge 
to be burnt, yet thus beſpeak him ; We paſſuonately deſire you for the 
Love of God, and in regard of Piety, Mercy, and our Mediation, you 
would free this miſerable perſon from all danser of Death, or mutilation of 
Members ; How can this be'reconciled to the 20 Cap. of the 25 Sefſ. 
of the Council of Trent about Reformation ? 

2. Since Boniface the Eighth hath determined, that it is indiſpen- 
fably neceſſary for all men, to believe the Biſhop of Rome to be the 
Occumenical Patriarch, the Univerſal Biſhop, the Viſible Head and 
Monarch of the Catholick Church, the Infallible Dofor of its Faith 
and Manners, S. Peters Succeſſor, and Chriſts Sole Vicar upon Earth, 
(which Arrogant Titles are now become a part of their Canon Law, 
and occur frequently in the fixth Book of the Decretalia ) may it 
not be pertinently demanded, Where was their Charity to all Chri- 
ſtians before the time of Boniface the Third, ( who dyed in the 7th 
Century ) ſeeing there is no Biſhop of Rome found, who did aſſume, 
or claim thoſe _inſolent Epithets before that time ? 

3. What difference can be aſſigned betwixt the old Donatiſts and 
the preſent Romaniſts ? ſince the, former confined the True Church 
of Chriſt to Africa, ( yea, to that Corner of it, which was ex parte 
Donati ) and the later to Rome ? 

4. Let us ſuppoſe a man to walk as Conformably to the Precepts 
of the Goſpel, as ever any of the Sons of Adam ( Chriſt only ex- 
cepted ) would it not argue the height of uncharitableneſs, to Damn 
that man in our Imaginations, becauſe he cannot believe the Popes 
Supremacy to be jure divino, for want of Divine Revelation ; ſince 
the beſt Logician in the World cannot dz<dnce it from any place of 
Scripture, per decimam ſextam Conſequentiam ? 5+ Be-. 
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5. Becauſe ſome moderate Proteſtants grant,that he who is under 
Invincible Ignorance of the Corruptions of the Roman Church, ang 
makes Conſcience to live up to his Light, may through the infinite 
Mercy of God be ſaved, ( though he live and die in that Society ;) 
hence to argue, that its beſt to joyn in Communion with the Church 
of Rome,wherein (by conſent of both parties) Salvation may be hag; 
doth the force of that Argument, in the eyes of ſober perſons, 
amount to any more than this, Come over to us, for we have leſg 
Charity than ye; whereas a good Chriſtian (who underſtands the ng. 
cure of his Holy Religion) will be ready to anſwer, I will rather 
ſtay in that Church which enjoys moſt of that ſupernatural Quality, 
which is Eſſentialto Chriſtianity. 

6. Becauſe 4 man thinks that his Neighbour (who is of a ſtrong 
natural Conſtitution, highly couragious, and very temperate) may 
be preſerved from Death ina Peſthouſe ; doth it hench follow, that 
he believes his Neighbour is in as ſafe a condition, as he who lives 
2t a great diſtance from any danger of Contagion ? 

7, 1f it bea ſolid Argument tocomply with that Tenet,wherein both 
parties are agreed, wherefore doth not the Church of Roxze embracethe 
Proteſtant Doctrine of Chriſts Preſence in the Euchariſt? for all ſober 
Chriſtians in the World acknowledge that he is really preſent, tho'in a 
Spiritual and Myſtical manner : To thisthe Komzaniſts have {uperadded 
their mode of 'Tranſubſtantiation, and the Lutherans their Conſubſtan- 
tiation ; therefore its ſafeſt to Acquieſce in that whereinall Diſſenting 
partiesare agreed : the ſame may be urged as to many other particu- 
lars, even all their Superadditions to the ancient Creeds. _ 

8. It may be further demanded, if there be any Solidity in this 
Topick, have not the Ger:nthians, the Samoſatenians, the Arians, En- 


zomians,Pbotinians,and Socinians, the better of the Orthodox by that 


way of arguing, fince it is acknowledged hinc inde, by all, that Chriſt 
was truly a man, made like to us in all things, $:z2 only excepted? but 
the fallacy of this Topick is ſo evident, thar it is loſt labour to inſiſt 
_ any more upon it. 

9. Can it conſiſt with Charity, to call thoſe Schiſmaticks,who are 
not fuzitivi ſed fugati 3 and to Anathematize them every year ( on 
Manday Thurſday) as Hereticks, who believe the whole Scriptures of 
God in the ſenſe of the Primitive Church 3 and who embrace all the 
Creeds of the four general Councils that were firſt in order ? | 

10. Did not the leading party in the Council of Trezt, diſcover 
themſelves to be Phyſicians of no value, and Men of no Charity, b 
uſing their utmoſt endeavours to perpetuate that deplorable Breac 


in the Viſible Church 2 which I account better expreſsd in > 
wor 
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words of the Hiſtory thereof, which are as followeth. This Council, 
deſired and procured by Godly Men to re-unite the Church, which began to 
be divided, hath ſo babliſhel the Schiſm, and made the Parties ſo Obſti- 
nate, that the Diſcords are irreconcilable : and being managed by Princes 


for Reformation of Eccleſiaſtical Diſcipline, hath cauſed the greateſt defor- 


mation that ever was ſince Chriſtianity did begin ;, and hoped for by the Bi- 

ps themſelves, to regain the Epiſcopal — ( for the moſt part 
uſurped by the Pope) hath made them loſe it altogether, bringing them into 
much greater Servitude : on the contrary, feared and avoided by the See 
of Rome (as a potent means to moderate the Exorbitant Power thereof ) 
mounted from ſmall beginnings, by divers degrees, to an unlimited Exceſs, 
it hath ſo eſtabliſhed and confirmed the ſame over that part which remained 
ſubjef to it, QC. 

11, Since its evident from unqueſtionable Records, that the Church 
of Rome ( I mean all of that perſuaſion ) amounts not to the third 
part of Chriſtendom (if all the Proteſtants, of whatſoever denomi- 
nation, the Greek Church properly ſo called, with all thoſe Chriſti- 
ans in Aſia and Africa, which are neither of the Roman nor Greek 
Communion, be reckoned upon ) it may be demanded, with what 
Charity the Romaniſts monopolize to themſelves the Title of the 


Catholick Church ? 
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